Constructive Dialogue 
I'd like to back up Richard Wiggin's letter in your October 9th issue, especially where 
Erik A. Johnson's article on drugs is concerned. Johnson may not care what dopers do, but we 
care! I would remind libertarians what conservatives have always told liberals: "Freedom isn't 
free." There are prices to pay, and one of them is necessary laws. 
Still, there is an apparent need for a dialogue between libertarians and conservatives. 
THE NEW AMERICAN should provide the forum for a pro and con debate on libertarianism. 
BENTON COLE 
New York, New York 


The drug issue is a sticky one. Unfortunately, because of the emotional fervor which is 
being whipped up by the Establishment media -- and the fact that the actual indulgence is 
relatively foreign to the elder half of America -- the subject is tough to deal with in today's 
climate. 

In supporting or enforcing drug laws, we unquestionably give way to the collectivists by 
sanctioning their credo that the individual is nothing; that his judgment, economic or moral, is 
not to be trusted; that "society" is all; and that liberty and property can and should be subject to 
abridgement and seizure when perceived that it is good for that society. 

Conservatives vociferously echo the claim that drugs are bad for society and potentially 
dangerous to the individual, and I personally second the motion. But so what? Where does this 
take moral precedence over individual rights? Yet we look at each other and wonder where the 
"liberals" get their moral fodder for wanting to ban guns! [emphasis in original] 

Please send me a few extra copies of the September 25th issue. It's a definite winner to 
give out as a primer. 

CHUCK GESHLIDER 
Las Vegas, Nevada 


Two "Newsletter Line" Lovers 
I disagree with Dave Schmidt [letter to the editor entitled "More Votes, Less #%@&?!" 

in the October 9th issue], who would do away with "Newsletter Line." When I get THE NEW 

AMERICAN, that's the first section I read. As a business owner, it is important to me to get news 
and views of what's happening in the economy. 

LYNN NAGEL, PRESIDENT 
Kober Sales / Flint, Inc. 
Flint, Michigan 


Apparently, we don't all agree. Dave Schmidt considers "Newsletter Line" to be a waste 
of time, but that is the first thing I turn to. Please don't succumb to his wishes. 
However, I agree wholeheartedly with him in the matter of the "Conservative Index." I 
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keep the latest "Index" issue by my lounging chair, referring to it whenever a congressman or 
senator appears on a television news program. 

And as long as you include articles such as the interview with Tal Brooke ["New Gurus 
and Old Conspirators"] in the October 9th issue, THE NEW AMERICAN will be well worth my 
time. Thank you for keeping me well informed. 

HOWARD BEYMER 
Oakdale, California 


Artists in the Audience 
I hate, loathe, detest and despise your new color layout. The ghastly purple is nauseating! 
Please tell me you don't plan to keep this color. What happened to red, white, and blue? Should 
these not be the colors of an Americanist magazine? What message are you trying to send with 
the new look? It looks like an attempt to tone down the patriotic theme, and in my opinion you 
are losing your bite and becoming "just another magazine." I hate to see this happen. I am truly 
disappointed. 
PHYLLIS ATWOOD 
Eugene, Oregon 


I like the new masthead equally as much as the former red, white, and blue one. The new 
bars at the top of each section looked best with the white letters on true blue, a color which 
creates a pleasant mood. Purple, on the other hand, is the most difficult color for eyes to focus 
on. Abolish purple. 

RICK CASSINELLI 
Cincinnati, Ohio 


Whither the VFW? 

The article about an American Legion Post's successful 1960 campaign against the 
globalist Foreign Policy Association ["Saboteurs of Sovereignty," September 25th] and an 
October 9th letter to the editor from Mrs. C. Ralph Nichols, who with her husband led in that 
righteous confrontation, remind me of my experience with another patriotic, anti-communist 
organization, the Veterans of Foreign Wars. 

I joined the VFW in 1962 specifically because of its patriotic, anti-communist stand. I 
was proud to be a member until 1988, when the VFW endorsed the INF Treaty. I fired off a letter 
to VFW Magazine. It was not printed, nor was any other letter pertaining to the Treaty, although 
I find it hard to believe that mine was the only anti-Treaty letter submitted. 

Next, I wrote to VFW headquarters. Meanwhile, the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff 
(JCS) endorsed the Treaty; this was noted in VFW Magazine, with the statement that "the 
organization is in good company." I pointed out that the JCS no longer consists of patriots like 
General Curtis LeMay or Admiral Thomas Moorer; its members are chosen because they are 
men who will not "rock the boat" against prevailing policies. The VFW replied that they and the 
Chairman of the JCS had reached their decisions independently. Meanwhile, I had some 
correspondence with a prominent Bircher, a member of the Society's Council, in fact. He too had 
corresponded with the VFW, asking them when they were going to endorse Jane Fonda. 

I thought that such a brilliant question that I used it as I regretfully, in a way, tendered my 
resignation in the Veterans of Foreign Wars. 

ROBERT M. GREGG 
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Nixa, Missouri 


The More Things Change... 

The Bush Administration and the media are telling us that communism has ended in 
Poland and that we taxpayers should inundate that country with more largesse. 

But is communism really crumbling in Poland? Have the Soviets withdrawn their troops? 
Has Poland broken away from the Warsaw Pact? Do Polish consumers determine what goods 
and services are supplied to the market-place? Is the Polish press free? Are Tadeusz Mazowiecki 
and Lech Walesa anti-communists? 

Unfortunately, the answer to each question is a resounding "no." Poland, despite the 
changes already implemented, remains a communist-controlled country, What we are 
experiencing is another example of the CFR/TC Insiders blowing a lot of smoke and trying to 
convince us poor yokels that communism is going down the proverbial tube when such is 
definitely not the case. God help us! 

ROBERT W. VAN DE WALLE 
Granada Hills, California 


"War On Words" Goes Global 

I just read Erik A. Johnson's column in the October 23rd issue, "The War On Words," 
and liked it very much. A somewhat tangential subject it suggests to me is the growing 
prevalence of the English language in the world. 

I remember sometime ago viewing a documentary on public television (heaven forgive 
me) which dealt with the subject at great length. I forget most of the statistics cited, but they 
were numerous and impressive. One of them, I think, was that there are more people in mainland 
China studying and/or using English than there are inhabitants of the United States. Another was, 
I believe, that almost a billion people on planet earth are engaging in the same exercise. 

After reading Johnson's article it occurred to me that perhaps this "Englishizing" of the 
world stems in part from the machinations of the conspirators. If they properly conduct the "War 
On Words" against the English language -- and prevail upon a greater and greater proportion of 
the earthly populace to use English -- they will save a great deal of effort with regard to similar 
campaigns against the multitude of other languages. (Speaking of earthly populace, they would 
say "global." Talk about a word of exploding popularity!) 

Thanks again, press on, and don't let the dastards wear you down. 

DANIEL GARAMONI 
Libertyville, Illinois 


FRONT PAGE Zoophilic 
Misanthropes 


Zoophilic Misanthropes 

On July 10, 1985, while preparing to lead a small fleet of vessels to protest French 
underground nuclear testing on the island of Muruora in the French South Pacific, the ship 
Rainbow Warrior was sunk by an explosion triggered by French secret agents. The French 
government admitted the deed, which killed one crew member, and was ordered by an arbitration 
tribunal to pay over $8 million in damages to the ship's owner, the radical environmental 
organization Greenpeace. 

On October 2, 1989, during an interview on CBS This Morning, Peter Wilcox, captain of 
the new Rainbow Warrior, was asked if Greenpeace planned to change its confrontational 
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tactics. He replied: "No, I don't think so. I think today it becomes more and more apparent that 
we have to do everything we possibly can to make everybody in the world aware of the 
environmental destruction that is going on. No, Greenpeace doesn't plan to change our tactics. 
We plan to become better at what we do, and we plan to do more things .... And we will continue 
the direct actions." 

Kooks Against Nukes 

Greenpeace was formed in 1971 by activists opposed to the nuclear arms race (it still 
considers nuclear disarmament to be "the most important challenge of our time"). The Summer 
1988 issue of Greenpeace Action recalls that "a group of people from British Columbia sailed to 
Amchitka Island in Alaska to protest U.S. nuclear weapons testing." Since then, its disarmament 
efforts have "grown to encompass a range of issues, from ending weapons testing, to stopping 
the production of nuclear weapons material, to ridding the oceans of naval nuclear weapons." It 
also works (according to a March 1989 fund-raising appeal) to "protect the environment from ... 
toxic pollution, and to halt the needless slaughter of whales, dolphins, seals and other endangered 
animals." In what it calls "direct nonviolent action," Greenpeace has used "high-speed, inflatable 
craft to interfere with whalers and sealers, scaled smokestacks of air polluters and plugged 
discharge pipes of chemical polluters." In Greenpeace terms, "nonviolence" apparently means "T 
barge into your home, I'm peaceful; you throw me out, you're an aggressive wretch." 

Greenpeace also organizes and mobilizes communities to focus on local environmental 
issues; prepares research briefs to influence courts, the press, and governments to support its 
causes; and produces papers, articles, films, videotapes, and slides. A non-profit organization, it 
receives no funding from corporations or governments. "All funding," it claims, "comes from 
concerned individuals ...." With a reported membership of three million, and an annual budget 
exceeding $75 million, it maintains offices in the United States, Canada, New Zealand, Australia, 
the United Kingdom, Austria, Belgium, and a dozen other nations. It also maintains a fleet of 
ships, inflatable rafts, and hot-air balloons. 

Peace Porridge 

From 1975 to 1985, Greenpeacers trekked onto the offshore ice of Newfoundland and the 
Gulf of St. Lawrence to spray baby seals with a green dye to make their coats useless to furriers. 
The supposedly "harmless" dye also destroyed the thermal insulation of the white-furred pups 
and made it more difficult for them to hide and escape from predators. 

Earlier this year, Greenpeace published an "energy index" claiming that the Treasury 
spent $15 billion to subsidize the nuclear power industry. The truth of the matter is that the 
nuclear industry receives no federal money for power production and minimal amounts for 
co-financed projects at the Department of Defense. Greenpeace attacks on nuclear power have 
helped to prolong the use of coal and other fossil fuels, thereby (slightly) increasing the 
radioactivity of the sea, where radioactive coal ash is dumped. 


Environmental Activism, December 1988 - October 1989 


Chronologic Ecologic [logic 
December 7, 1988 
Soviet leader Mikhail Gorbachev declared that the "world economy is becoming a single 
organism" and that any "further extension and intensification" of "traditional-type 
industrialization" spells "environmental catastrophe." Earlier in the year, Soviet Foreign Minister 
Eduard Shevardnadze implied that "global control" is needed to preclude "global aggression 
against the very foundations of life on earth." 


(c) 2000 American Opinion Publishing, Inc. -- Wwww.thenewamerican.com 


January 2, 1989 

Time magazine named Earth "Planet of the Year" (replacing the traditional "Man of the 
Year") due to its supposedly "endangered" status. "Now, more than ever," the editors declared, 
"the world needs leaders who can inspire their fellow citizens with a fiery sense of mission, not a 
nationalistic or military campaign but a universal crusade to save the planet." 
January 15th 

Britain's Manchester Guardian Weekly highlighted an article by its Foreign Editor with 
this comment: "A new ideology is waiting in the wings to provide both a common system of 
thought and, in a sense, a common enemy. Call it environmentalism, greenism, planetism. It has 
been growing for years, but in the last few months it has begun to acquire the status of an official 
world religion." The accompanying article perceived "a glimmering of a situation in which a 
kind of world government becomes possible," and recalled the 1942 prediction made by the 
famous Fabian socialist author H.G. Wells: 

There will be no day of days ... when a new world order comes into being. 

Step-by-step and here-and-there it will arrive .... 
January 24th 

A letter to the New York Times by two writers affiliated with the Sierra Club Legal 
Defense Fund criticized the "weakness of international law," called for mechanisms "to make 
international environmental laws, conventions and treaties stronger -- and enforceable," and 
urged non-governmental organizations to "help write and get ratified new, binding international 
treaties and conventions" and "attempt to take international environmental lawbreakers to the 
International Court of Justice, the European Court of Justice and other international tribunals..." 
January 25th 

Senator Albert Gore, Jr. (D-TN) introduced the "World Environment Policy Act," 
asserting that "the threats we face transcend national boundaries and ideologies." Title X of the 
bill, according to a summary which the Senator entered into the Congressional Record, 
"Promotes U.S. participation in international initiatives and global environmental problems such 
as those initiated under the auspices of the United Nations." 
January 30th 

Five days after he was sworn in, James E. Baker III opted to make his first speech as 
Secretary of State to the Response Strategies Working Group of the International Panel on 
Climate Change. He described "global warming" as "a transnational issue" that places us "all in 
the same boat." And he broke sharply with the Reagan Administration policy, which favored 
more research before nations embark on ambitious environmental programs, by declaring that 
the "political ecology is now ripe for action. We can probably not afford to wait until all of the 
[scientific] uncertainties have been resolved." 
March 11th 

Participants in a 24-nation "environmental summit" meeting at The Hague (the U.S. and 
USSR were not invited) issued a global appeal for "developing within the framework of the 
United Nations, a new institutional authority [which] shall be responsible for combating any 
further global warming." Norwegian Prime Minister Gro Harlem Brundtland stressed: "This 


authority must have power.""* The appeal was a watered-down version of an even 
more sinister proposal by French, Dutch, and Norwegian officials that the 
declaration call for a new UN authority, to be called "Globe," with power to 
impose sanctions on governments refusing to heed its anti-pollution edicts. "In 
fact," the Washington Post reported on March 12th, "in anticipation that such 
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a proposal would be included in the final declaration, security passes for 


conference officials were stamped with 'Globe' in bold letters." 
* 


March 16th 

Senator Rudy Boschwitz (R-MN) introduced a "Global Warming Act," which would 
establish an Office of Global Warming within the State Department; urge the Administration to 
seek designation of an International Year of Global Climate Protection within the UN system; 
establish a $10 million trust fund to enable the UN-affiliated World Bank to assess the 
environmental impact of its projects; and increase U.S. support for the UN Environment Program 
and other international efforts. 
March 17th 

Senator Max Baucus (D-MT) introduced the "Global Environment Protection Act," 
which would, among other things, require the President to petition the United Nations to 
establish a new agency to develop new institutional mechanisms to preserve the environment. 
April 15th 

During an address to a Utah women's conference on the global environment, Rep. Wayne 
Owens (D-UT) asserted that environmentalism "is as American and home-grown as Mom, apple 
pie, free enterprise, the Bill of Rights." The Congressman apparently overlooked the obsession of 
radical environmentalists with "overpopulation," their fear-mongering about the apple-growth 
hormone Alar, their endorsement of government regulation of the private sector at every turn, 
and their call for strengthening the United Nations and other international entities that threaten 
our sovereignty and Constitutional safeguards. 
April 22nd 

Carl Sagan warned the Richmond Forum in Richmond, Virginia that, without worldwide 
cooperation, environmental problems would soon wipe out the human race. 
Spring 1989 

The influential Council on Foreign Relations quarterly Foreign Affairs included an 
article by Jessica Tuchman Mathews, Vice President of the World Resources Institute, who 
asserted: "Traditional prerogatives of nation states are poorly matched with the needs for 
regional cooperation and global decision-making." She called for "a new diplomacy" and "new 
institutions and regulatory regimes" to cope with "the world's growing environmental 
interdependence" and bluntly declared that "our accepted definition of the limits of national 
sovereignty as coinciding with national borders is obsolete ...." She described as deserving "close 
scrutiny" a Soviet proposal to turn the UN Trusteeship Council "into a trusteeship for managing 
the global commons (the oceans, the atmosphere, biological diversity and planetary climate)." 
July 16th 

The 15th annual economic summit of seven major industrial nations (including the U.S.) 
and the President of the Commission of the European Communities concluded in Paris with an 
economic declaration advocating "that existing environmental institutions be strengthened within 
the United Nations system. In particular, the United Nations Environment Program urgently 
requires strengthening and increased financial support." 
August 26th 

During the Sundance Symposium on Global Climate Change sponsored by actor Robert 
Redford in Utah, former astronaut Russell L. Schweickart told those assembled: "We cannot 
manage the world; we can only manage humankind." The next day, John Adams, Executive 
Director of the Natural Resources Defense Council, told the "greenhouse glasnost" conclave that 
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the Soviet-American political thaw opened the way to a "new age" of "global ecological 
alliances" in which the "primary international issue will be protection of the environment instead 
of military confrontation." 
September 16th 

During a Smithsonian Institution conference funded by the Ford and Rockefeller 
Foundations and the Carnegie Corporation of New York, Time magazine Science Editor Charles 
Alexander freely admitted that when it comes to environmental issues "we have crossed the 
boundary from reporting to advocacy." The audience of journalists and scientists applauded. 
NBC's Andrea Mitchell confirmed that "clearly the networks have made that decision now, 
where you'd have to call it advocacy." And Benjamin Bradley, editor of the Washington Post 
added that he didn't see "any danger" in such advocacy. 
October 9th 

French oceanographer Jacques Cousteau appeared on NBC's Today show to discuss 
Antarctic issues (he wants the Antarctic turned into a pristine world park). After refusing to 
appear with R. Tucker Scully, head of a U.S. delegation to a 39-nation conference on an 
Antarctic treaty (the U.S. favors regulated development of the region), Cousteau was interviewed 
for more than two minutes by news anchor Deborah Norville, after which he refused to leave the 
set and allow Scully to express his views. 


-- ROBERT W. LEE 


New East German Leader 
On October 18th, Secret Police Chief Egon Krenz was appointed General Secretary of the 
East German Communist Party, replacing the ailing 76-year-old Erich Honecker. The 
52-year-old Krenz is the youngest member of the Politburo and is regarded as loyal to the 
Communist Party's nomenklatura (ruling class). During a visit to West Germany last June, Krenz 
defended the Communist Chinese massacre of students at Tiananmen Square and was described 
by leftist West German Social Democrat Brigitte Schulte "as the consummate apparatchik, a true 
child of the system, surrounded by the oiliest advisors, the sort of people who would do 
anything." 
Candor about King 
In his recently released book, And the Walls Came Tumbling Down, the Rev. Ralph 
Abernathy not only acknowledged that long-standing reports about the infidelity of Martin 
Luther King are true, but added that Rev. King had also been with two women the night before 
he was shot in Memphis, Tennessee in 1968. 
Hungarian Name Game, Part 2 
The ruling communist government of Hungary, which formally changed its name from 
the "Socialist Workers Party" to the "Socialist Party" in early October, decided on the 23rd of 
October to change the official title of that nation from "Hungarian People's Republic" to the 
"Hungarian Republic." Transfer of membership from the Socialist Labor Party to the Socialist 
Party was automatic. 
KGB Initiated Perestroika 
A shocking exposé published by Free Press International revealed that the Soviet policy 
of Perestroika was not devised by Soviet leader Mikhail Gorbachev. KGB spokesman Col. Igor 
Prelin stated in a Moscow interview with FPI that "it was Andropov who conceived the modern 
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sense of these terms." Yuri Andropov headed the KGB for 15 years and was leader of the Soviet 
Union from 1982 to 1984. 

Andropov and his KGB successor Viktor Chebrikov were Mikhail Gorbachev's primary 
allies in the latter's rise to power, which culminated in Gorbachev's ascension to the post of 
General Secretary of the Communist Party of the USSR in 1985. Vladimir Kryuchkov, current 
head of the KGB, acknowledged that "he [Andropov] started the process of perestroika and 
renewal within the KGB." The FPI account confirms earlier reports of an increase in KGB 
influence in the Kremlin. 

Soviets Admit ABM Violations 

After years of official denial, Soviet Foreign Minister Eduard Shevardnadze admitted on 
October 23rd that the Soviet Union has been violating the Anti-Ballistic Missile (ABM) treaty 
since constructing a radar facility near Krasnoyarsk. The nine-year-old radar station, the most 
obvious of Soviet treaty violations, had been the focal point of the conservative argument for 
abandoning the treaty in favor of a land-based strategic defense. While the ABM treaty does not 
prohibit space-based Ballistic Missile Defense (BMD), it would prohibit land-based BMD. 
Continued adherence to the ABM treaty would restrict the multi-layered strategic defense 
proposed by a number of conservative organizations. The Soviet admission was seen by some as 
a propaganda move to kill the already ailing Strategic Defense Initiative proposed by former 
President Reagan. 

New Surgeon General 

On October 17th, President George Bush nominated Dr. Antonia Novello to replace the 
controversial Dr. C. Everett Koop as Surgeon General of the United States. Dr. Novello, a 
pediatrician who specializes in children with AIDS, is said to be opposed to abortion. 

Happy About Sisulu 

The mass media in the United States were not the only ones to applaud the October 15th 
release of ANC "political" prisoners convicted of trying to overthrow the South African 
Government. The Communist Party, USA gleefully proclaimed on the front page of its Peoples’ 
Daily World: "Sisulu Is Free!" Four of the eight released prisoners were open members of the 
South African Communist Party. 

The California Quake 

On October 17th, an earthquake measuring 7.1 on the Richter scale struck California, 
causing serious damage throughout the San Francisco Bay area. The Federal Emergency 
Management Agency offered aid almost immediately, and officials estimated that the $271 
million left in their budget for the year would not be nearly enough to help people recover from 
the disaster. 

Flag Amendment Rejected 

On October 19th, the U.S. Senate rejected, by a 51 to 48 majority, President Bush's 
proposed constitutional amendment to ban desecration of the American flag. A two-thirds 
majority vote was necessary to move the amendment on to the House of Representatives. The 
vote was called for after the recent Supreme Court decision declaring "unconstitutional" a Texas 
statute prohibiting flag burning. Since the decision, lawmakers have been divided over how to 
ban flag burning. President Bush favors a constitutional amendment, Democratic lawmakers 
prefer a proposed new law recently passed by Congress (presently awaiting President Bush's 
signature) that would address the objections raised by Supreme Court Justices to the Texas law, 
and some conservatives advocate legislation that would remove the Supreme Court from 
jurisdiction in cases involving flag desecration. 
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-- THOMAS R. EDDLEM 
BIRCH RESEARCH INCORPORATED 


NATION Debt 
and Taxes 


Debt and Taxes 


According to law, the federal government's debt is limited. But, because our leaders -- 
both in the executive and in the legislative branches -- obviously have no intention of balancing 
income and outgo, new laws boosting the debt ceiling have become as common as the changes of 
season. 

The process is about to be repeated. The current debt ceiling of $2.87 trillion -- passed as 
recently as early August -- will be exceeded by our nation's spendthrifts as of November Ist. 
Look for a new law raising it beyond the $3 trillion plateau during October. 

A few members of Congress will protest, of course. A few always protest as this deadly 
game is played. But spending has become addictive, especially among those who buy votes with 
the peoples' own money. The process is indeed "deadly," because a nation can be propelled into 
bondage more easily through debt than invasion. 

From Black To Red Ink 

During the 1980s, the United States was transformed from the largest single creditor 
nation to the largest single debtor nation. To compensate for enormous yearly deficits, our 
leaders issued bonds. But they don't pay the interest on those bonds (already $200 billion per 
year), nor will they have to redeem them upon maturity. Taxpayers, however, do bear these 
present and future burdens. 

No one should miss the salient fact that the bulk of this debt, as well as the nation's shift 
from creditor to debtor, has occurred during the supposedly tightwad administrations of the 
1980s. When Ronald Reagan won election in 1980, the debt ceiling stood at $930 billion. During 
his eight years and the first year of George Bush's term, debt has more than tripled. While 
Congress must share the blame, let no one assume that the President is powerless. The truth is 
that President Reagan could have stemmed the debt hemorrhage, but he never made the effort. 

Dishonest Accounting 

In a speech delivered in Charleston, South Carolina on August 21st, U.S. Comptroller 
General Charles A. Bowsher accused federal officials of using "sleight of hand" to hide their 
profligacy. He said the forecast of a $100 billion deficit for the current fiscal year was inaccurate, 
and that it should be $280 billion instead: "The official numbers do not tell the real story." 

Bowsher cited such dishonest accounting practices as moving paydays from one fiscal 
year to another; taking credit in 1990 for uncashed food stamps issued over the past 25 years; 
using the $88 billion social security surplus to finance other government programs; and 
excluding from deficit totals the cost of the savings and loan bailout, a $300 billion tab over the 
next 30 years. 

"We must spend what money we have more wisely," said our nation's top accountant. He 
suggested reducing our military burden in Western Europe, where we spend more than a third of 
our $300 billion defense budget defending nations that "are better equipped to defend 
themselves." He is right, but little is being done in this area. For instance, instead of approving a 
foreign aid bill totalling $11.6 billion on June 29th, our Congress and our President could have 
cancelled all foreign aid projects. 

The spectacle of a nation amassing huge deficits while giving away money says plenty. 
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So, too, does the dishonest reporting of the enormity of the debts being accumulated. Evidently a 
majority of the Congress and a succession of recent presidents don't want to solve this crushing 
problem. 

--JOHN F. MCMANUS 


This commentary is also syndicated by The John Birch Society Features. 


Weapons in a High-Tech War 

Richard S. Cummings is the President and Chief Executive Officer of Empirical Research 
Systems, Inc. of Tacoma, Washington, a company at the forefront of the computer security field. 
In 20 years as an entrepreneur he has spawned or successfully led out of bankruptcy proceedings 
some 25 firms -- variously "high-tech, low-tech, and no-tech," he says -- including a number of 
computer companies. 

Cummings arrived at ERS in 1988, brought the firm public, and set about marketing the 
diverse inventions and wide-ranging computer expertise of the company's founder, Richard 
Jones. According to Cummings' exuberant entrepreneurial philosophy, "the market determines 
the plans and targets" of the company. 

Over the last few months of 1988 and the first few of 1989, Cummings assembled a 
management team of the "highest standards" at ERS -- including a former law school dean, 
individuals with multiple advanced degrees, and leading experts in computer hardware, software, 
and integration. He was interviewed for THE NEW AMERICAN by Managing Editor Erik A. 
Johnson. 

Q: What are computer viruses ? 

A: Simply put, they are the unauthorized modification of computer code or data. The simplest 
ones are just programs that replicate themselves. Slightly more advanced ones duplicate 
programs while renaming each one a little differently. More sophisticated ones erase files, turn 
off power, scramble memory, or any or all of those things -- sometimes with a time delay, or 
"time bomb." Some viruses even "burn a hole" somewhere so that certain commands will do 
other things than they're supposed to. 

Q: How do virus attacks occur? 

A: There are three mechanisms for viral entry: (1) Downloading programs or data from a 
computer bulletin board system (BBS) or public-domain "shareware"; (2) using contaminated 
disks, which could even be retail software products; and (3) direct keyboard entry, by both 
experts and novices. 

Q: When did viruses become a significant problem? 

A: It was during November 1988 that computer security became front-page news with the 
Cornell University incident. The next major media coverage was of the so-called Jerusalem 
Virus outbreak in January 1989 -- Friday the 13th, as a matter of fact -- which was a major 
infection in the European banking and business communities. 

Coincidentally, we had been reorganizing and redirecting ourselves at ERS during this 
same period, asking ourselves what we had created the company to do. We had waited for the 
market to dictate a direction, to show us an opportunity, and it did. In mid-January, we knew we 
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would concentrate on computer security, much of which is defending against viruses. 
Q: How widespread are virus attacks today? 


A: There's an epidemic, although sometimes it's hard to tell. In both business and government, 
virtually no one admits that they've been infected, since, for one thing, they might lose face. So 
the media will often portray viruses and other computer security breaches as being not that big of 
a problem. But you have to remember, it's in the best interest of the victims to keep their mouths 
shut -- to save face, to protect against further attacks, to keep as much control as possible. 

We recently completed a survey on the extent of virus attacks. We found that companies 
are very well aware of the problem and its seriousness, but that they're very close-mouthed about 
it. Even this survey -- done most discreetly and professionally, with non-disclosure agreements 
and everything -- ran into resistance because of the extreme sensitivity of the situation. 


Q: As our liberty is perhaps most threatened by computer virus attacks on business and 
government, tell us what is happening in these two realms. 


A: There is certainly some industrial espionage and sabotage going on, but disgruntled 
employees are the main source of viruses and other computer sabotage in industry. And they 
don't have to be top computer "nerds" or "hackers," either, because it doesn't take any expert to 
create viruses. They're primitive, mostly, but the press has portrayed some of these virus 
spreaders and system crashers as new Einsteins. With few exceptions, they're not experts. But 
with media attention you stir up "copycats" and show-offs. So viruses are becoming more 
malicious, if not more sophisticated, with this one-upmanship and competition for media 
coverage. 

Of course, top guys giving a quality effort could develop viruses completely transparent 
to users and system administrators. For instance, there's a new virus that can actually launch 
itself on unformatted hard disk. And, whereas most viruses are between 500 and 2500 characters 
of code, making them more noticeable, there's a new one out there that has only two. 
Fortunately, most viruses and most virus creators are not that sophisticated. 


Q: And what of our national security? Do virus attacks really pose a threat? 


A: There absolutely is a threat. We've seen incidents already. [See box, next page.] And look 
at the space program: The spacelab that's going up five or six years from now will have its 
on-board computer controlled by civilian scientists via the same network Cornell graduate 
students broke into. All scientific projects on board will be controlled from ground, which 
presents major security problems. NASA, the Pentagon, intelligence agencies -- they're all 
vulnerable to attack, from within and without, by people with personal or political motivations. 


Q: What are the defenses against computer security breaches, specifically viruses? 


A: The simplest defense is to turn your computer off -- which, of course, defeats the purpose 
of computers. This is one of the problems of computer security in general: Computers were 
designed to disseminate data, not guard it. This was our dilemma when considering a solution to 
the virus problem. 

At ERS, we decided to pursue an absolute protection system to prevent unauthorized data 
modification of any kind, including but not limited to viruses. Our market studies showed that 
protection against viral and other attacks had been the function of software -- although all 
software is susceptible to modification -- and offered only detection capability. Encryption is not 
virus protection, either, since encrypted viruses are possible. So we knew the solution wasn't 
software alone. 

We came up with a patentable hardware solution offering total protection: a replacement 
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for the computer's controller card. This new card constantly monitors all computer functions, and 
everything has to "clear inspection" before going through the card to memory. Not only does it 
guard against viruses; it makes a user totally accountable and auditable for all operations. That's 
absolute security. Also, since all our software is embedded on the card, it is neither visible to a 
user nor susceptible to a virus. This approach guarantees, within the limits set by a data 
processing manager or a system administrator, that data cannot be modifed without permission. 

There are a couple of other hardware solutions in development, but there is still a general 
perception that software can be the solution, which it cannot. Ironically, a British firm released a 
software protection package that was itself infected with a virus! 

Q: The media continues to report that the Soviets are five to ten years behind the U.S. in 
computer technology. The obvious implication is that we have nothing to fear from them as far 
as high-tech combat. True? 

A: Don't you believe it. By 1992, with the new unified Europe and transnational trade 
consortium, the Soviet bloc will be right up there with us in computer technology. The expertise, 
the technology, the products -- they will all be available, legitimately. Even now the Soviets 
don't need to steal our know-how; we're selling and giving them about everything they want. 

There's a case here in Washington state that illustrates another part of the problem. 
Recently, three or four computer and high-tech companies disassembled two top-of-the-line 
Digital Equipment Corporation (DEC) mainframe computers and shipped them off to the 
Soviets; the crates were stopped in the second or third country on the roundabout route. And 
while these illicit shipments of equipment continue, the government approves more and more 
high-end hardware and software for sale to the USSR. 

Q: What is your role, your company's role, in this high-tech war? 

A: I don't have any problem with the word "opportunist." We're in business to take advantage 
of our great free enterprise system, to make a profit for the stockholders. But since we let the 
market dictate our moves, we can do more than just make money; we can fill a need we're 
supposed to fill and provide a valuable -- very valuable -- service. 

The expertise and accomplishments of ERS were uniquely suited to the challenge of 
providing absolute security for the computers that are essential to our economy, to our position in 
the world. And I don't mind telling you that we're having a very good time being of service. I 
think it's important to enjoy what you do, and it's particularly nice when what you enjoy doing is 
also important. 


Skirmishes in the "Computer Wars" 

Penetration of U.S. computer systems is a documented reality. Consider these alarming 
facts: 
¢ The super-secret National Security Agency (NSA) estimates that 90 percent of known security 
breaches in computer espionage are the work of corporate or government insiders. In fact, a 
1981 NSA survey found that one out of every 15,000 military computer key operators had sold or 
given away Classified information in the previous 20 years. 
¢ In November 1988, a Defense Department computer network containing unclassified research 
information was invaded by a virus. Once placed inside the system by the saboteur, the 
sophisticated virus reproduced rapidly and brought the national system grinding to a halt. 
¢ Last February, West German officials arrested a ring of high-technology specialists who 
penetrated an unknown number of Western defense computers. Undetected since 1985, they 
simply used long-distance telephone lines to tap into computers in the U.S., Europe, and Japan. 
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It's believed that they stole secret information from the U.S. nuclear arms laboratory in Los 
Alamos, New Mexico, the European Space Agency in Paris, and the Institute for Nuclear Physics 
in West Germany. 
¢ In 1987, a group known as the "Chaos Computer Club" broke into a NASA computer and 
rummaged around for months before their activities were discovered. 
¢ Last year, computer operators at the Lawrence Berkeley Laboratory in California noticed that 
an outside operator was attempting to access data from top-secret Strategic Defense Initiative 
files. It's still not clear who was behind the effort, and what success they had in stealing 
information. 
¢ Another major target of Soviet espionage is Capitol Hill, where the FBI is forbidden to conduct 
counter-intelligence work against foreign agents. Even worse. many Congressional offices are 
connected to a central computer which has few, if any, safeguards against tampering or 
sabotage. 

Excerpted from an article in the July 31, 1989 issue of The American Sentinel. 

© 1989 Capitol Publishing, Inc. 


U.S.-Soviet Plan for South Africa? 


Dr. Edward P. Cain's ten-year service as a missionary in Mozambique ended with the 
communist takeover of that country in the mid-1970s. Dr. Cain and his wife Deanna returned to 
his native South Africa, where, since 1982, he has been the editor of Signposts, a Pretoria-based 
Christian newsletter that monitors the inroads of liberation theology into the evangelical 
movement. (Signposts can be ordered for $30 per year from Signposts Publications and Research 
Centre, P.O. Box 26148, Arcadia 0007, South Africa.) Since 1984, Dr. Cain has also served as 
the director of United Christian Action, an umbrella group linking some 14 organizations 
opposing liberation theology and seeking to present a more balanced view of South Africa. Dr. 
Cain was interviewed for THE NEW AMERICAN by Thomas R. Eddlem. 

Q. What is "liberation theology"? 

A. Liberation theology is ideological Marxism disguised with Christian terminology. If you 
want to put it the other way around, there is no Christian content in liberation theology; the 
content is pure ideological Marxism. The vocabulary is Christian, but those terms have been 
reinterpreted in order to line them up with ideological Marxism. 

Q. What effect has the infiltration of liberation theology had on churches in South Africa? 

A. Devastating. The South African Council of Churches, which is the affiliate of the World 
Council of Churches, has been promoting liberation theology for many years. There is almost no 
resistance to liberation theology; even the people within the Evangelical Bible-believing 
churches are being drawn into it, because they have no response to liberation theology. They are 
not on the forefront of the movement, but they are parroting the same things that the radicals 
were saying five or six years ago. So the impact is devastating. 

Q. How has the misdirection of South African Christians affected South African politics? 

A. Many Christians are concerned about what is happening within their own church. The 
churches linked with the ecumenical movement, the South African Council of Churches, are 
losing a lot of members. It is not the ordinary members so much as the hierarchy that has been 
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contaminated with liberation theology. It is coming in through the seminaries, and the 
theological departments and faculties of the universities, and therefore is affecting the clergy. 
The laity, by and large, have rejected it, although attempts are being made to politicize the laity. 

The South African Constitution guarantees freedom of religion. The South African 
Government is having extreme difficulty distinguishing between liberation theology and a valid 
expression of religion. They cannot take a stand against liberation theology without encroaching 
upon the freedom of religion of the people. Therefore, the churches can make political statements 
without the government acting against them. Were politicians to have made similar statements, 
the government would have acted against them long, long ago. 

Q. What is the average South African's impression of Anglican archbishop Desmond Tutu? 
A. [have a good friend who is a black man, the leader of about five and a half million black 
Christians, Issac McKoena. He tells me that the average black in the townships does not see Tutu 

as a religious leader, but as a political opponent of Chief Buthelezi, of the Zulus. Many 
Anglicans, both black and white, are totally disillusioned with the political stances that Tutu is 
taking, and have rejected his leadership. He was not, in fact, elected to his position of 
Archbishop of Johannesburg. He was imposed upon the diocese by the Council of Bishops in the 
country. So he has never had much popular support in the country. However, among the radicals, 
he has a very high standing. He is, in fact, probably the man who has done more damage to 
South Africa than any other. He is the man who, almost single-handedly, has imposed sanctions 
upon our country. And he spearheads the Mass Democratic Movement, the marches that are 
taking place in South Africa at the present time. These marches are modeled on the 
demonstrations that led to the downfall of Marcos in the Philippines. 

Q. How do South Africans perceive Reverend Allan Boesak? 

A. Allan Boesak is holding an extremely important position. He is president of the World 
Alliance of Reformed Churches. In other words, he is the president of the body that links most of 
the reformed Calvinists and Presbyterians in the world. He is the man whose call led to the 
formation of the United Democratic Front, which is the internal wing of the African National 
Congress. He was a patron of that body. He is heavily involved in the Mass Democratic 
Movement, which is responsible for the present unrest in South Africa. He has also been heavily 
involved in the "Standing for the Truth" campaign, which was set up by the South African 
Council of Churches and the Catholic Bishops Conference in May of 1988 with the specific 
purpose, a declared intent, of defying the government at every possible occasion. So he is as 
heavily involved as Tutu in creating the current revolutionary climate in South Africa. 

Q. What is the link between the United Democratic Front and the African National Congress? 


A. It has been documented that the United Democratic Front, the UDF, acts as the internal 
wing of the African National Congress. The ANC applauded the launching of the UDF, their 
policies down through the years have coincided, and the UDF sent delegations up to meet with 
the ANC, which of course is banned in South Africa. The UDF was partially banned in February 
of last year. The Mass Democratic Movement, the MDM, has by and large taken over the role of 
the UDF, although it does have a broader program and has brought in more organizations than 
the UDF. 

Q. What course is being charted by the Foreign Ministry of South Africa? 

A. We are conscious that the South African Government is following a line being dictated to it 
by the American State Department. It is being forced along this path by the economic pressures 
being put upon it through sanctions and through the refusal of the international bankers to roll 
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over bank loans to South Africa. 


Q. How have the ANC, the UDF, and liberation theology affected the policies of the Foreign 
Ministry? 

A. First of all, in 1987 the African National Congress laid down its list of conditions for 
negotiating with the Government of South Africa. These conditions included the release of 
Nelson Mandela and of all other detainees, the unbanning of the ANC, and the return of exiles to 
South Africa. These conditions, in effect, required the capitulation of the present government and 
would have prepared the way for the ANC to take power, probably though a coalition 
government in South Africa. I was very disappointed following the September 6th elections in 
South Africa to hear a spokesperson for the State Department repeat these ANC demands as 
being the preliminary concessions to be made by the South African government in order to pave 
the way for a true democracy in South Africa. The fact that the State Department reiterated the 
ANC's demands indicates that they are working, consciously or unconsciously, to bring the ANC 
to power in South Africa. 


Q. What is your impression of the South African Foreign Minister, "Pik" Botha? 


A. Pik Botha obviously has very strong contacts with the American State Department. As far 
as I can see, he is seeking to implement the policies that the American State Department is laying 
down for South Africa. Over the last several years the American and Soviet governments have 
had identical policies for Southern Africa, which makes it very difficult for a small country like 
South Africa to resist the combined pressure of the two superpowers. 

In 1975 the United States was opposing the imposition of a Marxist government upon 
Angola. Today, despite the fact that some aid is going to Jonas Savimbi, it appears to me that 
people in the Bush Administration are working to consolidate the power of the MPLA 
government. I believe that the aid to Savimbi will not continue for another year, and that in all 
probability the aid that is voted for Savimbi will not necessarily reach him, because of the 
pressures being put on Mobutu of Zaire, through whose country any aid would have to go. 


Q. What is the thrust of the Namibian agreement concluded recently by South Africa, the 
United States, Cuba, the Soviet Union, and the United Nations? 


A. The agreement paved the way for the implementation of United Nations Resolution 435, 
for the independence of Namibia. This involved the repatriation of SWAPO personnel in Angola 
and Zambia, the opening of the way for free elections in Namibia, and the deployment of United 
Nations forces in Namibia. The agreement was violated on the day it came into force, on the first 
of April of this year, when an estimated 1000 SWAPO soldiers crossed the border into 
Southwest Africa. However, although SWAPO gambled, they incurred no diplomatic loss. It has 
not damaged their credibility; it has not in any way disqualified them from taking part in the 
elections. 

The elections are not for a government; the elections are for a constituent assembly, 
which will draw up a constitution for an independent Namibia. Once that constitution has been 
drafted, fresh elections are going to have to be held in order to elect the government on the basis 
of the constitution that was drawn up. In order to get their own constitution accepted, SWAPO 
would need at least two-thirds of the members of that constituent assembly. Initially, many 
observers believed that SWAPO would have little difficulty getting the necessary two-thirds. 
However, events of recent months have indicated that this is not the case. SWAPO may or may 
not get 50% of the votes, well short of the needed two-thirds. SWAPO realizes this, and there are 
indications that SWAPO is again moving toward a military solution, that they will again attempt 
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to seize power through the barrel of a gun. It's not clear whether this will happen before or after 
the election. 


STOP HELPING COMMUNISM! 


Polish Aid Bill Passes 

On October 19th, the House of Representatives approved 345 to 47 a bill (H.R. 3502) to 
provide a three-year economic aid package to Poland and Hungary over the next three years. As 
passed by the House, the total package would cost U.S. taxpayers $837.5 million. A similar bill 
(S. 1582), approved by the Senate Foreign Relations Committee on September 20th, would 
provide $1.2 billion in economic aid to Poland and Hungary. 

Although H.R. 3502 was initiated by the Democratic leadership, it was supported by an 
overwhelming majority of the Republican members of the House, as well as by most Democrats. 

Representative Philip Crane (R-IL), one of the few Congressmen to oppose H.R. 3502, 
urged his colleagues "to be cautious about the potential for meaningful reform" in Poland and 
Hungary. "Promises have been made, and all too often broken, by these countries so long under 
the influence of Communism," Crane said. 

The Democratic Congressional leadership has been openly critical of President Bush for 
proposing far less than the amounts of aid endorsed by the House or the Senate Foreign Relations 
Committee. The Administration claims not to be concerned about the political fall-out, however. 
Presidential spokesman Marlin Fitzwater explained: "We may have a debate over the amount, 
but essentially we all want to achieve the same purpose." 

Soldier Exchange? 

Soviet Defense Minister Dmitri Yazov stated on October 4th that the U.S. and Soviet 
armed forces may soon exchange "parties of soldiers." Yazov made the statement at a U.S. naval 
installation in San Diego while on a six-day "goodwill" tour of the United States. Speaking 
through an interpreter, the Soviet general also claimed that the U.S. and the USSR would expand 
their military ties as relations between the two countries improve. 

Before arriving in San Diego, Yazov met with President Bush, Defense Secretary Richard 
Cheney, and other high-ranking administration officials in Washington. After a four-hour 
meeting at the Pentagon between Yazov and Cheney, one senior Defense Department official 
stated: "I had the sense it was a candid discussion. One did not get the sense that there were 
secrets here." 

Holding a joint news conference at the end of Yazov's visit to the United States, Yazov 
and Cheney announced agreement on stepping up military exchanges between their two 
countries in 1990. Yazov extended an invitation to his counterpart to visit the Soviet Union. 

Yazov's visit to the United States was the first by a Soviet defense minister. The first 
face-to-face talks between U.S. and Soviet military leaders since World War II were held in 
Switzerland last year between Yazov and then-Defense Secretary Frank Carlucci. Later that year, 
Carlucci visited the Soviet Union. 

Admiral Carlisle A. H. Trost, the U.S. Navy's top uniformed officer, departed on October 
9th for a tour of Soviet military facilities. According to a spokesman, he is the first U.S. 
uniformed service chief to officially visit the Soviet Union. 

Rather Than Fade Away 

Admiral William J. Crowe, who recently retired as chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, 
reportedly wants to form a partnership with the former top Soviet military officer, Marshal 
Sergei Akhromeyev. According to the October 9th U.S. News & World Report, Crowe and 
Akhromeyev "hope to form a joint U.S.-U.S.S.R. advisory group that would provide a quiet 
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channel through which military officers of the two countries could exchange unofficial views in 
a non-threatening environment. Friends of Crowe's say that the two military men date their 
friendship from Akhromeyev's precedent-setting tour of the Pentagon in 1987." 

On July 11, 1988, Crowe (while head of the U.S. Joint Chiefs of Staff) and Akhromeyev 
(while head of the Soviet General Staff) attended a roundtable meeting and dinner at the private 
Council on Foreign Relations. A photograph of the two military leaders outside the CFR's 
headquarters in New York City, in full military uniform, appears in the CFR's recently released 
annual report for 1989. The meeting was closed to the public. 

Interestingly, many of the U.S. military leaders directly involved with U.S.-Soviet 
military exchanges are also members of the Council on Foreign Relations. These CFR members 
include: former JCS chief William Crowe, present JCS chief Colin Powell, former Defense 
Secretary Frank Carlucci, present Defense Secretary Richard Cheney, and Admiral Carlisle A. H. 
Trost. 

Bush, Baker Push Perestroika 

Secretary of State James A. Baker III addressed the private Foreign Policy Association on 
October 16th. He used the occasion to announce that the United States is "prepared to provide 
technical assistance in certain areas of Soviet economic reform .... We want perestroika to 
succeed." 

According to the October 17th New York Times, the announcement "was the Bush 
Administration's most open endorsement of the economic changes brought about by the Soviet 
President, Mikhail S. Gorbachev, and it seemed to represent a new approach by an 
Administration that has been criticized for being too tepid in its response to Gorbachev." The 
week before in Moscow Federal Reserve Board Chairman Alan Greenspan and Board of 
Governors member Wayne Angell had discussed the role of a central bank and offered the 
Soviets advice on how to reorganize their economy. 

-- GARY BENOIT, DIRECTOR 
BIRCH RESEARCH INCORPORATED 


AMERICAN OPINION Six "Crises" - All leading to world 
government 


ROBERT W. LEE 
1 Acid Rain 


Neither the cause, nor the extent, of the acid rain "problem" has been definitely 
established. Environmentalists claim that acid rain is formed when sulfur dioxide (SO2) and 
nitrogen oxide (NOx) pollutants enter the atmosphere and are chemically transformed by 
sunlight into acids which then fall to earth as precipitation. Coal-burning electric power plants, 
primarily in the Midwest, produce most of the SO2, while automobiles are mainly responsible for 
NOx emissions. 

Volcanoes are another source of atmospheric acid, though environmentalists seldom 
mention this, since it is difficult to regulate volcanoes. Last year, some 12 million tons of 
hydrochloric acid and 6 million tons of hydrofluoric acid were shot into the stratosphere by 
volcanoes. Scientists consider that amount to be about average, but on occasion it is far higher, 
as when Alaska's St. Augustine erupted in 1987 and Washington's Mt. St. Helens blew its top in 
1980. 

Ants (also difficult to regulate) are another source. In 1987, an atmospheric chemist with 
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Bell Laboratories and zoologists from Cornell University reported that ants of the subfamily 
Formicinae make and store huge quantities of the formic acid that contributes most of the acidity 
to the rain that falls in remote areas and is found in atmospheric gas and precipitation around the 
globe. (It is abundant, for instance, in the fog and mists that hang over the rain forests of Central 
Africa.) According to Insight magazine (July 6, 1987), the "ants release the acid when defending 
themselves and communicating with each other and upon dying. Since 30 percent of the world 
ant population belongs to this subfamily, there is significant concern about the acid the ants 
release," an amount estimated at "600,000 metric tons annually," which is "equal to the 
combined formic acid contributions of automobiles, refuse combustion and vegetation." 

Even the 1970 Clean Air Act contributed, at least for a time, to the acid content of the 
atmosphere. Dr. Petr Beckmann, one of the nation's leading authorities on energy-related issues, 
reported in his newsletter Access to Energy (October 1974) that the Act required "pollutants to 
be measured at the top of the stack" and prescribed "standards that are at present unattainable for 
some gases, though particles can be removed very effectively. The result is not just a disaster for 
utility budgets; it has also removed the alkaline neutralizing effect of the particles and left the 
gases free to combine into acids with the water in the atmosphere." 

On January 25th, Senator John Kerry (D-MA) introduced a "National Acid Rain Control 
Act," citing as an example of the problem "Camel's Hump in ... Vermont" where "there has been 
a 40-70 percent decrease in the life expectancy of spruce trees over the past 20 years." Seven 
months later, on July 25th, an ABC News report also claimed that acid rain generated by 
emissions from utilities was sterilizing the soil and killing trees on Camel's Hump Mountain. 
According to ABC correspondent Ned Potter, "doctors say acid rain is responsible for 50,000 
deaths a year" in the United States. 

Syndicated economics columnist Warren Brookes looked into the charges and wrote an 
important three-part series on acid rain that appeared in the Washington Post and other 
newspapers in August. He found that "the entire ABC acid-rain story was a fraud." The "50,000 
deaths" figure, for instance, "came from one extreme theoretical estimate in an analysis where 
half the experts estimated zero health effects." Indeed, "not even the Environmental Protection 
Agency claims any known deaths from sulphur dioxide." 

In 1982, Natural History magazine drew national attention to Camel's Hump. Soil 
scientists subsequently flocked to the area. According to Brookes, "in order to examine the dead 
or dying trees, they had to fight their way up through a veritable jungle of healthy young red 
spruce trees and new growth. It was immediately clear there was nothing toxic about the soil. On 
closer examination, soil scientists from Yale, the University of Pennsylvania and the U.S. Forest 
Service found the dead or dying trees had one thing in common: They all dated from before 
1962. Trees started after that period were generally healthy." 

What had happened in 1962? Yale University forestry expert Tom Siccama speculates 
that "it was probably the very severe drought followed by an especially killing winter" that year. 
Siccama is convinced that it was not acid rain, since "you don't get that sudden a change from 
something like acid rain" and it didn't happen in adjacent areas or states. 

In 1980, an EPA report suggested that acid rain was responsible for an "aquatic silent 
spring" in Northeastern states and Canada. Shortly thereafter, the National Acid Precipitation 
Assessment Program (NAPAP) was established by the Reagan Administration to study the 
causes and effects of acid rain. In 1987, after the expenditure of more than $300 million, an 
interim report found that relatively few U.S. lakes and streams had become acidified and that 
damage to crops, forests, and human health was negligible. It concluded that no "abrupt change 
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in aquatic systems, crops, or forests at present levels of air pollution" was likely. Environmental 
extremists and their allies in Congress were furious. Warren Brookes reports that NAPAP's 
director was fired and his successor was ordered to "rewrite! the report and produce ‘an implicit 
repudiation of the interim assessment." In April of this year, the EPA's Direct Delayed Response 
Project released a chart showing that there is no statistical correlation between acid rain 
deposition and acidic lakes. 

On June 12th, President Bush proposed spending about $40 billion dollars over the next 
decade to reduce by another 10 million tons the annual SO2 content of emissions generated by 
Midwestern states that burn coal to generate electricity (their annual output is presently around 
22 million tons, down from 32 million tons in 1970). Economist Brookes calculates that the 
President's plan "will raise Midwest electricity rates 20 to 30 percent and cut coal mine 
employment in Appalachia by 40 to 60 percent." Even then, the plan is unlikely to achieve its 
stated goal of significantly reducing the acidity of the region's lakes and rivers. More than 90 
percent of all acidic lakes are naturally so. In April of this year, Dr. Edward Krug of the Illinois 
State Water Survey released a lengthy study he had prepared for the Department of Energy. It 
concluded that the acidity of lakes and rivers has little (if anything) to do with acid rain, and is 
instead related to such factors as land use, solid chemistry, and geology. Summarizing the Krug 
study, Warren Brookes explains: 

Paleolimnological (lake sediment analysis) studies in fact show that 90 percent of the 

presently acidic lakes in the Northeast and Scandinavia were acidic in 

pre-industrial times .... 

What made some of those lakes become less acid by the early 20th century 

was hundreds of years of clear-cutting and burning which not only destroyed the 

acidic buildup of forest floor organic material but replaced it with ash, which is 

alkaline. Conversely, when those regions were then allowed to reforest, the 

reacidification process began. 

At the turn of the last century, Dr. Krug observes, we routinely lost 30-40 million acres to 
forest fires each year. "Now, with Smokey the Bear's help the average is less than 5 million. 
Most of the Northeast has been fully reforested." One result is that 2 percent of Northeast lake 
area has returned to its historic acid state. Environmentalists are generating hysteria (and more 
government control) over that perfectly normal adjustment. 

Dr. Krug also cites controlled experiments which demonstrate that, when highly acid 
snow melts and leaches through less acid soil, the resulting water has the acidity of the soil, not 
of the snow. Which, as Warren Brookes points out, means that "natural surface acidity is the 
controlling factor in watersheds, while acid-rain effects are at most trivial." 

This explains why there are highly acid lakes in areas of low (or no) acid rain, and vice 
versa. Hubbard Brook in New Hampshire, for instance, has remained highly acidic despite a 
25-year decline in rain acidity in the state. Twelve percent of Florida's lake surfaces are acid, yet 
the state's rain is only one-sixth as acid as that in the Adirondacks, where less than 2 percent of 
lake surfaces are acid. Dr. Krug notes that, while 29 percent of the lakes and streams in 
Southwest Tasmania (where the climate and topography closely resemble those of our 
Northeastern states) are acidic, the rainwater is non-acidic. And 98 percent of Australia's Frazier 
Island lake surfaces are also acidic, while its rainwater is alkaline. Dr. Krug concludes: 

In statistically weighing possible causes of lake acidification, acid rain does not even 

show up as a significant variable, let alone correlative. 

Even if the acidity of lakes and rivers in the Northeast and Midwest is due to rain (and 
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apparently it is not), there is a far less expensive (and more effective) remedy than that proposed 
by the President. Warren Brookes notes that "you could lime those lakes back to alkalinity for 
about $250 an acre by helicopter or $50 an acre by boat. The federal National Acid Precipitation 
Assessment Project has identified 15,124 acres of acid lake area (less than 2 percent of the total) 
in the Northeast and Midwest. You could lime these lakes every year for less than $4 million by 
helicopter, less than $800,000 by boat, or about 0.1 percent of the $3 billion to $4 billion cost of 
the Bush program." Unlike the President's plan, "this would actually ensure deacidification of the 
lakes. Environmentalists oppose this solution not only because it would undermine their 
bureaucratic and ideological agenda, but because it would also expose the weak science on 
which acid-rain remediation is based." 


2 "Greenhouse" Effect 

Dr. James Hansen, director of the Goddard Institute at the National Aeronautics and 
Space Administration, is the nation's most outspoken advocate of the thesis that because the 
concentration of carbon dioxide (COz) in the atmosphere has risen 30 percent in the last 100 
years, and is expected to rise another 40 percent by the year 2050, the planet will warm up by 
about 4 degrees Celsius (over 7 degrees Fahrenheit). Dr. Hansen and his disciples contend that 
such an eventuality would cause major coastal flooding, inland droughts, and sundry other 
catastrophes. 

It is estimated that all of the carbon dioxide injected into the air by the entire human race 
is less than the amount attributable to volcanoes alone. According to a study reported in Science 
magazine for November 5, 1982, the "estimated gross amount of CO2 produced (by termites) is 
more than twice the net global input from fossil fuel combustion." In addition, "Termites are a 
potentially important source of atmospheric methane; they could account for a large fraction of 
global emissions." The wood-eating pests have a bacteria in their guts that enables them to digest 
carbon so efficiently that some 90 percent of it is converted to CO2, methane, and other gases, 
which they belch into the atmosphere. 

Biocycle for July 1987 described another natural source of methane gas. A geophysicist 
with the New Zealand Institute of Nuclear Sciences discovered that "a lot of methane comes 
from flatulent sheep. For instance, New Zealand's 70 million sheep emit 2.5 billion gallons of 
methane into the atmosphere every week." 

If the "greenhouse" thesis is correct, our planet should have warmed by 1.3 degrees 
centigrade during the last century and at least 1 degree centigrade in the last 50 years. 
Eliminating all automobile driving in North America would save perhaps one-half of a degree of 
warming. Reducing CO2 emissions by 20 percent would require that the price of both oil and 
coal be doubled by taxation. "Fortunately," Warren Brookes reports in a four-part series on 
global warming that appeared during September, "neither is even close: Over the last 100 years, 
the statistically inflated warming trend was less than 0.5 degrees centigrade. Most of that 
happened by 1939 before any CO> buildup. In the last 50 years since 1938, there has been 
practically no net warming at all -- and the Northern Hemisphere has actually cooled slightly 
during two-thirds of the CO2 buildup." 

In May of this year, 61 leading climatologists comprising the Climate Trends Panel 
issued a joint statement asserting: "It is tempting to attribute (global warming) to the increase in 
greenhouse gases .... However, such an attribution cannot now be made with any confidence." 
Dr. Andrew Solow of the Woods Hole Oceanographic Institution adds: "Even assuming the 
apparent, slow, irregular warming that has occurred since 1880 is real, there is no evidence that 
any of it is due to an enhanced greenhouse effect." An urban-adjusted study released last year by 
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Dr. Thomas Karl, head of the National Climate Data Center for the National Oceanographic and 
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA), and colleagues George Maul and Kirby Hanson, 
concluded that "there is no statistically significant evidence of an overall increase in annual 
temperature or change in annual precipitation for the 48 contiguous United States, 1895-1987." 

Dr. James Hansen sought to minimize the importance of the findings by claiming that the 
United States was too small to reflect a global trend. But Dr. Richard Lindzen, Sloan Professor 
of Meteorology at the Massachusetts Institute of Technology, told Warren Brookes: "That's 
absurd. Actually, the smaller the area, the greater the variability. The absence of a trend in the 
U.S. record leads to the suspicion that all the trends in the global record may in fact be spurious." 

Dr. Lindzen notes that recent data from Europe and Canada indicate the absence of a 
warming trend over land masses, and "most of the Earth's surface is covered by oceans over 
which we have no fixed-station records." 

Propagandists for the "greenhouse" theory usually select 1880 as the base year for their 
calculations. Dr. Reid Bryson, founder of the Institute for Environmental Studies at the 
University of Wisconsin, recalls that 1880 was "in the last part of what has been called 'the Little 
Ice Age' (1500-1880)." Since that year was abnormally cold, it makes today's temperatures seem 
abnormally warm. Dr. Hugh Ellsaesser of Lawrence Livermore Laboratories points out: "All we 
probably have seen is a modest recovery from those Little Ice Age lows." If the base year is 
moved back, say, to 1860, the "warming" melts away. 

Urbanization is another important factor. Cities, where trees and grass are replaced with 
concrete and asphalt, can inflate a region's temperature by as much as a full degree Fahrenheit. 

Ironically, the removal of SO2 from the atmosphere to curb acid rain may contribute 
significantly to global warming. Warren Brookes explains that SO2 "not only acidities rain, it 
combines with water vapor to form what are known as 'aerosols,' which have the effect of 
brightening clouds. This makes them reflect more heat away from the earth, thereby cooling it." 
In the 1960s, when temperatures were falling dramatically in our hemisphere (at the time, many 
of today's "greenhouse" fright-peddlers were predicting a new ice age), Dr. Reid Bryson 
attributed the phenomenon in part to "the human volcano" of particulate emissions serving to 
"backscatter the radiation" of the sun. Needless to say, he was severely criticized for proposing 
that thesis. But in June of this year, Nature magazine printed an article by British climate 
modeler Thomas Wigley that concluded that the cooling effects of SO2 "may have significantly 
offset the temperature changes that resulted from the greenhouse effect." 

A recent paper by Dr. Patrick Michaels, chairman of the Department of Environmental 
Sciences at the University of Virginia, confirms that SO2 emissions "serve to 'brighten' clouds, 
reflecting away increasing amounts of solar radiation, and possibly compensating for greenhouse 
warming." Proponents of the "greenhouse effect" assume that cloud cover contributes to 
warming, but Dr. Michaels contends that "because of SOz, that turns out to be dead wrong." 

A team of University of Chicago scientists concluded in 1988 that "clouds have a net 
cooling effect on the earth that is large over the mid- and high-latitude oceans" (i.e., the Northern 
Hemisphere). Dr. Michaels observes: 

That happens to be precisely in the paths of both the United States and Eur-asian 

coal-burning emission plumes. Careful analysis of cloud brightness by Dr. Robert 

Cess at the State University of New York shows clear patterns of high and then 

declining brightness out 2,500 miles or more. But no such trends exist in the 

Pacific Ocean, where there is no SQ. 

This would explain not only why U.S. and Northern Hemisphere 
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temperatures have failed to respond to CO2, but also why U.S. daytime 

temperatures (when brighter clouds have the most cooling effect) have actually 

declined in the last 50 years, even as the nighttime lows have risen. 

Fascinating! If true, the SO2 emissions that President Bush wants to abolish could 
actually be helping to make the "greenhouse effect’ good for us. Dr. Michaels explains that, if the 
CO>-induced warming "takes place primarily at night," then the global-warming doomsayers are 
"dead wrong," because "(i)ncreases in drought frequency are minimized. The growing season is 
longer, because that period is primarily determined by night low temperatures ... many plants, 
including several agriculturally important species, would show enhanced growth from the 
fertilizer effect of CO2." 

Warren Brookes quotes a leading Soviet climatologist, Mikhail Budyko, who speculates 
that global warming might create an "Eden" by producing "much higher rates of moisture 
everywhere." In July, London's Financial Times reported that a conference of agricultural 
specialists at Reading University had been told that under one global-warming scenario "the 
growing season would be longer ... cereals would ripen more quickly and two crops of some 
species might be grown in a single season." 

Another important aspect of the global-warming scenario is deep convection. Lawrence 
Livermore's Dr. Hugh Ellsaesser explains: "Two-thirds of the predicted global warming is not 
because of CO2 buildup, but because of increased water vapor in the troposphere ... (I)n the 
tropics, where the temperature change from surface up to troposphere is more rapid, water vapor 
rises by deep convection in towers, and that leads to more rapid precipitation. That in turn causes 
a drying and thinning of the upper atmosphere in what is called subsidence. In the tropics, a rise 
in CO? emissions will produce a 3-to-1 rise in greenhouse blanket thinning, exactly the opposite 
of what happens elsewhere." The NOAA's Dr. Tom Karl agrees: "As CO2 speeds up the 
hydrological cycle, more convection creates more clouds and more cooling. So, the greenhouse 
effect could turn out to be minimal or even benign." MIT's Dr. Richard Lindzen adds: "My guess 
is that correcting for deep convection alone could lower the estimates of warming by a factor of 
about 6." 

Many environmentalist scientists and politicians viewed last year's drought in the U.S. as 
a sign of global warming. But researchers with the National Center for Atmospheric Research in 
Boulder, Colorado subsequently reported that the freakish weather was actually due to the 
interaction of two massive currents in the tropical Pacific: El Nino and La Nina. 

El Nino is a huge strip of abnormally warm water that periodically appears off the west 
coast of South America and disrupts the world's weather patterns. Now and then, it alternates 
with La Nina, a mass of cold water that comes from the ocean depths along the equator and drifts 
for thousands of miles. These two extremes are the opposite ends of a continuous, oscillating 
cycle of Pacific water temperatures that lasts from three to six years. As summarized by the 
Chicago Tribune's Peter Gorner: "Using computer modeling, the scientists suggest that a double 
whammy of Nina and Nino occurred in the northern spring of 1988. Cold water along the 
equator clashed with warmer than normal water southeast of Hawaii. The result was both the 
U.S. drought and the devastating floods that swamped Bangladesh .... Nina's cooler water 
disrupted tropical weather patterns and distorted the path of the jet stream across North America. 
Then, the jet stream shoved rain-producing weather systems away from the interior of the U.S., 
resulting in drought." 


3 Ozone Depletion 
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The ozone layer, a gaseous "blanket" in the upper atmosphere which was discovered 
around 1880, filters out solar radiation that would otherwise harm life on earth. Any significant 
reduction in atmospheric ozone, environmentalists claim, could result in increased skin cancer, 
cataracts, damage to the human immune system, reduced crop yields, and alterations in land and 
water ecosystems. They contend that the protective ozone shield is being threatened, primarily 
by the chlorine in chlorofluorocarbons (CFCs), industrial gases on which an estimated $135 
billion worth of equipment in the United States alone is dependent. Some 5000 companies use 
CFCs to produce goods or services worth $28 billion a year. Approximately one-third of the 
CFCs in the U.S. are used in refrigeration and air conditioning (including automobile air 
conditioners); and they are also used in foam insulation, solvents, fire extinguishers, and aerosol 
cans. CFC-based solvents are critical in cleaning electronic equipment. The U.S. has ratified the 
1987 Montreal Protocol on Substances that Deplete the Ozone Layer, which calls for halving the 
production and consumption of CFCs by 1999. On March 2nd, Senator John Chafee (R-RI) 
introduced legislation to ban CFCs completely by 1997. 

Writing in Access to Energy for September 1987, Dr. Petr Beckmann explained how the 
ozone process works: 

... Solar radiation splits oxygen molecules into its two component atoms, the latter 

combining with unsplit molecules into triple-atom molecules, that is, into ozone. 

The ozone strongly absorbs longwave ultraviolet radiation, turning most of its 

energy into heat. This radiation would kill plant life if it reached the earth's 

surface. If the oxygen-splitting process went on forever, there would be no normal 

oxygen (O2) left to turn into ozone (O3). What returns the ozone back to oxygen 

consists of two categories. The first is undisputed: ultra-violet (and other) solar 

radiation, which tears off the extra ozone atom to leave a normal oxygen 

molecule, and in the process loses some of its deadly energy (the rest is lost as 

heat to the ozone molecules). This is the effect that shields us. 

But there is another category of effects that could change the ozone back 

to oxygen: chemicals that stray into the stratosphere .... There are no less than 150 

simultaneous chemical reactions involved that could do the trick ifthe culprit is 

the chlorine, though not necessarily that from CFCs .... Nitrogen oxides from both 

natural sources and fertilizers could do it. Methane could do it. Carbon dioxide 

could do it. 

As noted earlier, some 12 million tons of hydrochloric acid were blown into the 
atmosphere by volcanoes last year. And the salt (sodium chloride) from ocean spray that diffuses 
upwards in storms and hurricanes is another natural source of atmospheric chlorine. Dr. 
Beckmann contends that there "is not a soul on earth that knows which of these have what effect 
(if any) in removing ozone compared with orthodox dissociation by solar radiation." 
Nevertheless, environmentalists blame industry to justify additional government regulation and 
taxation. 

In 1985, scientists discovered a huge "hole" in the ozone layer above the Antarctic. The 
"hole" appears annually during September and October, then returns to normal by late November 
or December. It was slightly larger in 1986, larger still in 1987, became smaller in 1988, and was 
expected to expand again this year. Since the time scale in geophysics is measured in decades, 
centuries, and millennia, Dr. Beckmann contends that it is ludicrous to attempt to draw any firm 
conclusions from the skimpy data to date. The "hole" does not indicate any planet-wide 
deficiency of ozone. It appears to be simply a seasonal redistribution while the worldwide total 
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remains constant. Dr. Beckmann reports that the "changes of ozone concentration in the layer at 
a given latitude and at a given time of the year amount to about 0.2 percent per year since 1978; 
but the seasonal change above Denver is 25 percent, and the variation by latitude is 25 percent 
between Miami and Vancouver .... This tiny positive change is not constant; in the 1960s it was 
about as large, but negative. Why was the world not threatened by suffocation in the ozone glut 
then?" 

Publicity about a possible increase in skin cancer due to ozone depletion has frightened 
many Americans. The EPA has claimed that, given current ozone depletion rates, melanoma (a 
fatal form of skin cancer) will increase by 31,000 to 126,000 additional cases (with 7000 to 
30,000 deaths) among Americans born before 2075. Those figures are contradicted by the known 
facts. For instance, researchers for the National Cancer Institute, the National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric Administration, and Temple University reported in February 1988 that levels of 
cancer-causing ultraviolet light reaching the United States actually declined between 1974 and 
1975, despite the alleged depletion of the ozone layer. Dr. Beckmann observes that 99 percent of 
the non-melanoma skin cancers affected by ultraviolet radiation "are curable, and the remaining 
1 percent which is fatal is almost always due to neglect, i.e. not starting treatment in time, though 
the slow growth of skin carcinoma gives plenty of time and warning." 

Deadly melanoma is another matter, but it appears to be largely unrelated to ultra-violet 
ray exposure. For instance, there is no significant melanoma when laboratory animals are 
exposed to ultra-violet radiation. It has no significant dependence on geographical latitude (as do 
non-melanoma cancers, since the ozone layer thins toward the equator). It develops even when 
protective clothing, sunscreens, and parasols are used. Its incidence is unrelated to the time spent 
sunbathing. It develops most often on parts of the skin unexposed to sunlight (except, perhaps, in 
nudist camps). And its incidence has steadily increased (for unknown reasons) for as long as 
records have been kept (up 800 percent since 1935), despite the decrease in ultra-violet radiation 
in recent years. Dr. Beckmann is convinced that melanoma "is almost certainly unaffected by 
UV radiation." 


4 Deforestation 


The world's tropical rain forests (the largest is in the Brazilian Amazon) are reportedly 
being destroyed at a rate of about 53 acres per minute. They contain a tremendous wealth of 
plant and animal life and are a significant source of the herbs and drugs that humans use to keep 
healthy. Indeed, the Amazon qualifies as the world's largest pharmaceutical and biochemical 
factory. 

Since forests absorb huge quantities of CO2 (they now store about 350 billion tons, 
roughly half of all carbon in the atmosphere), deforestation increases the atmosphere's CO2 
content. 

Agricultural expansion is responsible for approximately 30 percent of tropical 
deforestation, as individuals impoverished by the collectivist economic policies of their 
governments strive to survive. But the fertility of such land is quickly exhausted, forcing 
subsistence farmers to clear additional acreage within a year or two. Less government and more 
free enterprise, resulting in job diversification and rising standards of living, would greatly 
reduce the need to ravish the rain forests. 

On occasion, internationalists have themselves implemented policies detrimental to the 
forests. Consider, for example, the notorious World Bank-funded Polonoroeste project in Brazil. 
It was an effort to cut a 900-mile highway into the rain forest, with a network of secondary roads 
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intended to open up much of the Amazon basin to agriculture and industry. In the Spring of 
1985, Senator Bob Kasten (R-WI) learned that World Bank loans had already financed the 
destruction of millions of acres of forest (an area approximately the size of Wisconsin). The 
Senator investigated and learned that the World Bank had "continued to fund this project for 
more than two years after it had identified, through its own supervisory missions, that the 
program was producing environmental devastation of this scale." He also learned that experts 
had warned from the start that the soil being cleared was insufficient to support planned 
agricultural operations. Complaints by others were ignored by the World Bank, so Senator 
Kasten intervened and a few weeks later the project was suspended. "Polonoroeste," he contends, 
"should never have been approved, much less subsidized by American taxpayers." 


5 Overpopulation 


In the days of the Roman Empire there were environmental fright-peddlers proclaiming 
that population growth was too great and the earth was worn out. In the late 1930s, some 
educators were telling students that by the time they graduated from college they would be living 
in darkness, since the exhaustion of fuel supplies would force power plants to shut down. (Our 
known oil reserves are far greater now than they were then and we have barely touched the 
earth's vast storehouse of resources.) As Jacqueline Kasun, Professor of Economics at Humboldt 
State University in California, reports in her important book, The War Against Population 
(Ignatius Press, 1988): 

Resources, far from being limited, are abounding. No more than | to 3 percent of the 

earth's ice-free land area is occupied by human beings, less than one-ninth is used 

for agricultural purposes. Eight times, and perhaps as much as twenty-two times, 

the world's present population could support itself at the present standard of 

living, using present technology; and this leaves half the earth's land surface open 

to wildlife and conservation areas. 

Before Columbus, the Americas were "overpopulated," and some peoples regularly 
resorted to cannibalism to survive. North America was "overpopulated" when the Indian 
population was at most 300,000. As the horse and the gun became available, and productive 
agricultural techniques developed, the problem of "overpopulation" receded even as population 
grew. 

The Plymouth Colony at New England faced famine due to the communistic system of 
farming that it initially employed. Incentives to produce were hamstrung, as they always are by 
statist intervention. Once the collectivist system was replaced by the free market, productivity 
increased and the "overpopulation" problem disappeared. As Dr. Rousas J. Rushdoony has 
noted: "The world, during its least populous eras, suffered most from hunger and famine." On the 
other hand, as "statist controls receded in the 19th century, hunger also began to recede, and 
Western civilization increasingly saw famine banished and hunger successfully dealt with. A far 
greater population enjoyed far greater supplies of food." 

During the 20th century, as statist controls have increased in one country after another 
(most oppressively under communist regimes), hunger and famine have also increased. In 
Marxist Ethiopia, for instance, the regime of Lt. Col. Mengistu Halle Mariam abandoned 
traditional agricultural practices and disrupted food production without providing a viable 
alternative. As summarized by the Heritage Foundation: "Traditionally, Ethiopian peasants have 
saved food in good years to prepare for bad harvests. The government outlawed this practice, 
branding it as hoarding. Peasants traditionally invested money earned from surplus crops in their 
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own farms to expand production. This was denounced as capitalist accumulation. Independent 
food traders traditionally bought food in food-surplus areas and transported it to markets in 
food-deficient areas. This was outlawed as exploitation, and government commissions replaced 
the free market." 

Dr. Rushdoony finds it amazing that so many people are determined "to see this world as 
severely limited in its resources: minerals, oil, gas, air, ozone, everything is supposedly being 
exhausted by 'rapacious' capitalistic man." He points out that the "myth of overpopulation is a 
form of attack on the free market, even though no more lawless and evil use of men and 
materials exists than under socialism." 


6 Auto Emissions 


Automobiles provide. the sort of individual mobility and privacy that statists deplore. As 
noted economist Hans F. Sennholz has observed, the "automobile means high standards of 
living, great individual mobility and productivity, and access to the countryside for recreation 
and enjoyment. In rural America it is the only means of transportation that assures employment 
and income. Without it, the countryside would surely be depopulated and our cities far more 
congested than now." It is hardly a surprise that the automobile has been targeted for massive 
environmental regulation. During Robert Redford's "greenhouse glasnost" get-together in 
August, Michael Deland, chairman of President Bush's Council on Environmental Quality, 
bluntly asserted that we must cool our "love affair" with the automobile. On March 19, 1989, 
Senator James Jeffords (R-VT) introduced legislation that would, under the guise of reducing 
CFCs, completely ban after 1993 the sale or export of domestically produced automobiles 
equipped with air conditioners that use CFC coolants. On February 22, 1989, Representative 
Claudine Schneider (R-RI) introduced legislation that would manipulate the car market by 
granting a tax rebate of up to $2,000 to those who purchase "efficient" vehicles, while hiking the 
existing tax on "gas guzzlers." Environmental guru Paul Erlich of Stanford University suggested 
during the Smithsonian Institution conference in September that gasoline should be taxed to raise 
the price to at least $2.30 a gallon. Even if "it didn't cut consumption," Erlich noted, "it would at 
least reduce the deficit" by transferring more money from the private sector to government. 

Some cars driven by environmental hypocrites have carried bumper stickers reading, 
"Fight smog. Get a horse." The implication that horses would, or ever did, provide a cleaner 
atmosphere than automobiles is ridiculous. As Dr. Rushdoony points out, the age of 
transportation by horse was an environmental nightmare: 

Milwaukee, in 1907, had a population of 350,000 people, and a horse population of 

12,500. It had a daily problem of 133 tons of manure .... In 1908, when New 

York's population was 4,777,000, it had 120,000 horses. Chicago in 1900 had 

83,330 horses. 

The streetcar and some automobiles had alleviated the need for horses to some degree, 
but, with 3.5 million horses in U.S. cities (and another 17 million in the countryside, many of 
which would come into cities when farmers were delivering produce or purchasing supplies), 
what was life like? Rushdoony continues: "In the winter or spring, the manure turned to slush, 
and it meant walking (and slipping and falling) into liquefied manure in bad weather. Americans 
then were not as calm and sedate as romantics would believe. The weather then led to more bad 
tempers than we can imagine today. What the well-dressed man and woman said on being 
plastered by liquefied manure by a passing carriage, or on slipping and falling into the foul slush, 
is best left to the imagination. It was not a pretty picture." 
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The situation did not improve much in the summer, when the "sun dried the manure, and 
the carriage and wagon wheels soon turned it into a floating dust to be breathed by all, and to 
coat clothing and furniture with a foul covering. People complained about breathing ‘pulverized 
horse dung,' and a summer breeze was a disaster. Summer rains only brought back a manure 
mush." 

The wind-blown particles were a reservoir for disease spores (such as tetanus) and the 
manure "bred flies by the billions, and they were everywhere. It was impossible to keep swarms 
of flies out of the houses, and a common gesture at the dinner table was to keep waving your free 
hand to keep the flies off the food." Sparrows were also a serious problem; they "could make it 
difficult to sit under the shade of that old apple tree, and housewives found that their clothes on 
the clothesline often bore evidence of sparrow droppings." 

And what about noise pollution? "Iron horse shoes on cobblestone pavements, four shoes 
to a horse, and sometimes two and four horses to a wagon, made a tremendous racket, night and 
day. Automobiles and trucks are silent by comparison. The noise also involved the shouts and 
profanity of teamsters trying to get the maximum effort out of their over-worked animals." Also, 
"without the automobile, urban sprawl was not nearly as possible then as now, and cities were 
more compact and concentrated. This meant that every form of pollution was also more 
concentrated and had a corresponding effect on city dwellers." 

In short, Rushdoony concludes, the "coming of the twentieth century technology and the 
automobile did not increase pollution. Rather, it helped limit it severely. Bad as smog is, a very 
strong case exists for the very important fact that the air over cities is now definitely cleaner." 
(Chalcedon Report, June, 1973) 


CORRECTION, PLEASE! 


Planned Parenthood Lies 

ITEM: Before abortion was legalized by the Supreme Court in 1973, said a Planned 
Parenthood ad in the November Ms. magazine, "thousands of women were literally slaughtered, 
packed off bleeding and infected to die in abject terror." 

CORRECTION: The fiction that "thousands" of women died from illegal abortions 
prior to 1973 was started by the pro-abortionists themselves to get anti-abortion laws repealed, 
says Dr. Bernard Nathanson, an abortionist who has since become a strong pro-life advocate. "I 
knew the figures were totally false," he says, "and I suppose the others did too if they stopped to 
think of it. But in the 'morality' of our revolution, it was a useful figure, widely accepted, so why 
go out of our way to correct it with honest statistics?" 

According to the Center for Disease Control, about 160 women were dying from 
abortions annually when the first state legalized abortion in 1967, and that figure had dropped to 
45 per year by 1973. 

The Truth About Oppenheimer 

ITEM: Reviewing a new movie about the development of the atomic bomb, Fat Man and 
Little Boy, in the October 30th Newsweek, David Ansen wrote that "the brilliant, arrogant" J. 
Oppenheimer was "viewed by many in the government as a security risk for his leftist views." 

CORRECTION: "Leftist" is much too tame an adjective to use for a man like 
Oppenheimer, whose wife, brother, and mistress were communists; who had contributed money 
to the Communist Party and to various communist fronts; and whose closest friends were all 
communists. In a report to the Atomic Energy Commission on June 12, 1954, AEC general 
manager K.D. Nichols said that Oppenheimer's relations with "hardened communists were such 
that they considered him to be one of their number. He admits that he was a fellow traveler, and 
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that he made substantial cash contributions direct to the Communist Party over a period of four 
years ending in 1942. The record indicates that Dr. Oppenheimer was a communist in every 
respect except for the fact he did not carry a party card." 

Protecting Homosexual Acts 

ITEM: Jn an October 15th editorial endorsing passage of a so-called gay rights measure 
in Massachusetts, the Boston Globe said: "All the bill does is give gays some protection from 
being discriminated against in credit, employment, insurance, public accommodation, and 
housing -- and the right to file complaints with the Massachusetts Commission Against 
Discrimination." 

CORRECTION: These protections are already guaranteed by law to every citizen of 
Massachusetts, including homosexuals who have not made their sexual preference public. Thus, 
the only homosexuals who would benefit from a gay rights law are those who seek public 
acceptance of their unnatural sexual practices. The law has nothing to do with civil rights; it is 
designed to protect homosexual behavior. 

Bailing Out Gorbachev 

ITEM: Jn an October 18th editorial applauding Secretary of State James Baker's offer 
"to provide technical assistance in certain areas of Soviet economic reform," the New York 
Times said that "the Administration's hesitancy till now has inspired puzzlement, even alarm. 
The White House seemed unable to comprehend the vast transformation in the Soviet Union, 
even conveying the impression that it wanted Mr. Gorbachev to fall." 

CORRECTION: What vast transformation? The Soviet Union, under Gorbachev, is still 
building up its military power and supplying huge quantities of arms and equipment to its clients 
in Syria and Libya, North Korea and Afghanistan, Angola and South Africa, and Cuba and 
Nicaragua. At home, Gorbachev has been busy consolidating his power by putting his own 
people in key positions on the ruling Politburo, at the head of the KGB, and as chief editor of 
Pravda. His trip to East Germany was quickly followed by the ouster of the 77-year-old party 
boss, Erich Honecker, who had allowed 50,000 East Germans to flee to freedom, and his 
replacement by a 52-year-old hard-liner named Egon Krenz. Gorbachev's perestroika is much 
more popular in the editorial offices of the New York Times than it is in the homes and factories 
of the Soviet Union. 

Yeltsin's "Democracy" 

ITEM: On September 21st, the San Antonio Express News carried excerpts from a 
speech by Soviet politician Boris Yeltsin, who said that "the USSR is a great country, too. It's got 
an industrious people, but it has not had much luck with its leadership. We've only got 70 years 
of democracy -- 70 years of existence -- and, thus, we're younger than the United States." 

CORRECTION: Yeltsin should look up the definition of democracy. 

The National Lawyers Guild 

ITEM: A story in the October 13th New York Times about the FBI settling an 
11-year-old lawsuit with the National Lawyers Guild said that "throughout its history, but 
especially in the 1950s and 60s, the organization was a target of critics, including Senator 
Joseph R. McCarthy, who said it fostered disloyal lawyers and once called it the legal bulwark of 
the Communist Party." 

CORRECTION: Joe McCarthy may have described the Guild that way, but he was only 
quoting from the opening sentence of a report on the organization issued by the House 
Committee on Un-American Activities in 1950. The report's concluding sentence called the NLG 
"an arm of the international communist conspiracy." 
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-- JAMES J. DRUMMEY 


BULLETIN BOARD 


(Noteworthy events. Listings do not necessarily constitute endorsements. ) 

1989 SII Investment Conference. Seminars International Inc. is sponsoring "Palm Springs 
'89: Investing for Safety and Diversification," November 29th-December 3rd in Palm Springs, 
California. Featuring former Congressman Ron Paul, the conference is designed to help investors 
achieve financial independence, invest safely, protect their holdings from recessions, and 
understand the political and economic forces at work in today's economy. Joining Ron Paul will 
be such other experts as R. E. McMaster, Dr. Leonard Goodall, Allen Keyte, Kenneth Coleman, 
and Daniel L. Ascani; presentations include "Making Money in International Currencies," 
"Financial Planning in the '90s," "Making Money by Tracking the Fed," and "What Role for 
Foreign Investments?" After November 8th, the registration price will be $149; spouses may 
attend for an additional $79. For complete information, call (800) 843-5080; in Florida, call 
(800) 433-5565. 

Conservative Citizens Foundation. The CCF is holding a leadership forum November 11th in 
St. Louis, Missouri. The first session at 3:00 PM features an update on Southern Africa; 
admittance is free. The second session at 7:00 PM, which includes a banquet, will feature a video 
address by Harry E. Figgie Jr. on hyperinflation in South America. The forum will be held at the 
Henry VIII Hotel & Conference Center, 4690 N. Lindbergh in Bridgeton. For more information, 
contact Gordon Lee Baum, 4219 Celburne, Bridgeton, MO 63044; telephone (314) 291-8474. 

The Foundation for Economic Education, Inc. Founded in 1946, FEE, publisher of the 
monthly journal The Freeman, is a nonprofit, nonpolitical educational and research organization 
offering books, lectures, and seminars that promote an understanding of the free market, private 
property, limited government philosophy. The theme for FEE's 1989-90 essay contest is 
"Education for a Free Society." A first prize of $1500, second prize of $1000, and third prize of 
$500 will be awarded in each of two divisions; the high school division is open to all high school 
students and the college division is open to college students 23 years old or younger. Essays may 
not exceed 2500 words in length and must be postmarked on or before January 15, 1990. A 
packet with literature, bibliography, and essay guidelines is available from Freedom Essay 
Contest, Foundation for Economic Education, 30 South Broadway, Irvington-on-Hudson, NY 
10533; telephone (914) 591-7230. 

Notice: Robert W. Lee, a regular contributor to THE NEW AMERICAN, is on the air in Salt 
Lake City, Utah with a weekly radio program, "The ICE Show" (/nteresting, Controversial, 
Educational), broadcast Saturdays from 5:00-7:00 PM on station KTKK (630 on the AM dial). 

Notice: Mail Call is a national, nonprofit organization which coordinates the delivery of 
Christmas mail to the men and women of America's armed services, reaching 40 of the nation's 
50 states as well as the four corners of the globe. For information about participating in this 
unique program, send your name and address -- along with a first-class postage stamp (no 
envelope) -- to Mail Call, Box 988, St. Robert, MO 65583, and please mention that you read 
about Mail Call in THE NEW AMERICAN. 

Correction: On the "Bulletin Board" page of THE NEW AMERICAN'S October 23rd issue, the 
phone number of the Hammond, Louisiana contact for the Gregg Harris Home Schooling 
Workshop was incorrect. For additional information, call Tom Floyd at (504) 542-4143. 


LETTERS OF THE REPUBLIC Limp Liberal 
Lamentations 
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Dumbth by Steve Allen, Prometheus Books, 1989, 359 pages, cloth, $19.95. 

A typical issue of Time magazine has eight or ten typographical errors and a skein of 
factual ones. Even Writer's Digest, the journal for wordsmiths, has its share of embarrassing 
errors -- so does THE NEW AMERICAN, of course. Since writers and editors accept the 
inevitability of these occurrences, why talk about them? What's the point? 

Since there are always going to be errors of omission and commission in published works 
-- especially longer books or periodicals on tight deadlines -- it is dangerous to devote one's 
dissertation to disparaging them. Those misspellings I recently spotted in Writer's Digest would 
have been much more egregious had they been in an article about spelling. They weren't; I took 
them in stride; nobody's perfect. 

But Steve Allen's book, Dumbth, is about the rising tide of ignorance in American 
society, and Allen devotes page after page to examples of the shoddy thinking of intellectually 
devolved Americans. (Allen's neologism, "dumbth," is a cutesy synonym for "appalling but 
carefree ignorance.") In making a ease for superiority it normally helps to avoid typos and other 
errors -- yet this book renders girls as giris and speaker as spaker, cites two different figures 
(25,000 and 56,000) as annual traffic fatalities, and recalls Marcus Welby, M.D. as a television 
series of the 1950s, among other astounding errata. Is it reasonable to ignore the content and 
criticize the presentation? Could I recommend a book with mistakes in it? 

No and yes. No, I can't simply ignore the content: I might mention errors and oversights, 
but I give greater consideration to what is being said. And yes, I could recommend books with 
nits that slipped by the nit-pickers; Allen's isn't one of them, but it's because his thinking is 
sloppier than the book could have been with a blind proofreader. 

Essentially, Dumbth is a low- to middle-brow version of Allan Bloom's The Closing of 
the American Mind, one more suited to the trendy tastes of liberal lounge lizards and 
bush-league cognoscenti. I enjoyed Bloom's book, though I thought the old prof waxed just a bit 
romantic over the French Revolution, for one thing. But his discourse is heads and shoulders 
above Allen's, certainly, as the ever-modest Allen would be the first to admit; still, on page 71 of 
Closing the word resistant is spelled two ways in the same paragraph. So what? So nothing. 

Let's leave all the nits where they are and pick up with the important observations about 
Allen's book, the first of which is that Prometheus Books' promotion directors aren't doing their 
homework. The card that came with the book said, "We would appreciate receiving two copies 
of the review." Inasmuch as it took Allen only 33 pages to work in an insulting reference to 
Robert Welch, whom I admire, I don't think the Prometheans are going to appreciate my review 
at all. That's fair: I don't appreciate the book, either. 

Allen says that communism "came into existence in Europe because of the relative 
failures of Christianity and capitalism." Oh, really? I had thought that deceit and military muscle 
were involved. Allen adds that, if we don't understand those "failures," we will "be at a... 
disadvantage in the competition with the Marxist powers for the minds of people." Allen makes 
it sound as if the Poles and Czechs held panel discussions before giving power to the communists 
in their nations. Competition? What? 

In a pronouncement worthy of an adolescent sophist, Allen bemoans "economic 
injustice." He claims that 30 million Americans live lives characterized by "squalor, crime, 
danger, poor housing, inadequate medical care, bad education, and a general collapse of family 
life." What a creative way to pump up figures! I could just as easily say that 200 million 
Americans suffer from hunger, underemployment, and some form of skin irritation -- it's nice to 
have a catch-all category at the end, huh? And Allen says, "Hundreds of thousands are now 
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living on the street, as if we were a poverty-stricken Third-World country." Doesn't sound like 
he's traveled much in the Third World, does it? Let's say two million Americans are homeless: 
Does the fact that /ess than one percent of the population of the country is homeless or in any 
other way dispossessed lead to a conclusion that capitalism has failed? that America is a 
"Third-World country"? What a crock! 

Allen bewails "the absence of a World Law." Oh, boy. How can I tell that he's a World 
Federalist? (My first clue was the foreword by Norman Cousins, actually.) He later calls the 
United Nations "one of the most important institutions in human history." This man wants to 
throw the U.S. into the internationalist Osterizer and blend us into the rest of the sorry planet. 

In another spot, Allen starts out with a correct analysis -- as leftists, frankly, often do -- 
but ends up with a screwy conclusion: "[Freedom] is a rarity and as such needs constant 
supervision and defense." What is "supervised freedom"? Life according to the UN and the 
People for the American Way? Gadzooks! 

In this tepid tome one can find paeans to Bill Buckley and George Will, perhaps included 
to show how fair Allen is. But Allen says that Robert Welch was a lunatic, Ronald Reagan was 
uncompassionate, and others just don't "care enough." I imagine I'd fall into that last category by 
Allen's reckoning, although I did care enough to read his whole book of intellectually limp 
lamentations. I just don't care to recommend that anyone else do so. 

-- ERIK A. JOHNSON 


EDUCATION Texas Textbook 
Watchdogs 

As Texas goes, so goes the nation. At least in the billion dollar textbook publishing field, 
that has been the conventional wisdom for many years. Texas is recognized as the kingpin of the 
22 "adoption states" -- those states that adopt a list of approved textbooks from which local 
school districts may select -- and there is no question that textbook publishers gear their products 
toward "making the list" and capturing a chunk of the lucrative Texas market. As a result, Texas 
greatly affects the choice of texts that are used in classrooms across the nation. 

Fortunately for America, there is a force in Texas that closely monitors the state's 
textbook selection process and fights tenaciously for accuracy, excellence, and the preservation 
of traditional moral, religious, patriotic, and family values in textbooks. That force is 
spearheaded by the seemingly indefatigueable Mel and Norma Gabler, and their small but very 
influential, non-profit organization, Educational Research Analysts, which operates our of their 
home in Longview, Texas. 

The Expurgated Version 

When it comes to textbooks, no one speaks more clearly or with more authority than this 
crusading couple. The Gablers' textbook crusade began 28 years ago, when Mel looked into his 
son's high school American history text. It sure wasn't the same history he had remembered 
learning as a boy. Gone were the stirring words and heroic deeds of America's founding patriots. 
Gone also was the emphasis on liberty, morality, our religious heritage, and the fundamental 
principles of our constitutional system of government and our market economy. Worse though 
than the textbook's omission of vital facts, key persons, and important perspective was its 
attempt to denigrate America's heroes, promote socialism, and portray America in a generally 
unfavorable light. 

Mel Gabler was dumbfounded, as was Norma. They read more textbooks: history, social 
studies, economics, business, government, science, literature. The more they read, the more 
shocked, outraged, and sickened they became. It was clear that among textbook authors and 
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publishers a well-defined mind-set predominated that was very much at odds with the beliefs of 
mainstream America. It was a mind-set that sneered at Christianity, patriotism, free enterprise, 
anti-communism; and traditional values, while holding the torch for the welfare state, world 
government, social engineering by "experts," and the "new morality." 

The Gablers did not find the Texas State Board of Education very receptive to their 
concerns, at first. But, as more and more concerned parents joined with them, the Board finally 
was forced to pay attention. Textbook publishers too learned thai the days of fat public school 
contracts, with virtually no accountability to parents for the products delivered, were over. 
Textbooks that were shoddy, poorly written, or -- even worse -- loaded with profanity, obscenity, 
immorality, and collectivist propaganda now faced formidable opposition. 

Grudging Respect 

Although often portrayed by media liberals as fanatical fundamentalists, bigots, 
bookburners, and ignoramuses, Mel and Norma -- with their careful research, fairness, and basic 
decency -- have won the grudging respect even of some portside media pundits like Mike 
Wallace of 60 Minutes. The Gablers have been the subjects of major articles in Readers Digest, 
Time, Newsweek, Parade, People, US News & World Report, Phi Delta Kappan, and many 
other publications, and have appeared on numerous nationally broadcast television and radio 
programs. They have spoken to audiences coast-to-coast and have addressed many governmental 
bodies. They regularly receive requests for information from every state in the union, and from 
dozens of foreign countries. 

Although American textbooks, in general, remain abysmal (See "True Or False," in the 
August 28th issue of THE NEW AMERICAN), they have been improved immensely, and many 
of the most atrocious offenses have been removed, thanks to the efforts of the Gablers. One 
important measure of this couple's effectiveness is the continuous fusillade of brickbats they 
sustain from far-left radical-fringe groups like Norman Lear's People for the American Way. In 
fact, so concerned is Lear over the Gablers' impact on this nation's textbooks that he opened a 
large PAW office in Austin and ran frantic ads in major daily newspapers across the country 
warning of the grave danger that these "book burners" and "censors" pose to America. 

"Norman Lear knows that we're not book burners or censors," Mel Gabler told THE 
NEW AMERICAN. "We simply read the textbooks and then tell parents and citizens what's 
inside, so they can decide intelligently if that's what they want their children to study, and if 
that's what they want to spend their tax dollars on." The Gablers know that most parents don't 
have the time, or won't make the time, to carefully read their children's texts. So Mel and Norma 
and their small staff meticulously examine the books and then prepare detailed reviews that list 
the errors and objectionable passages, along with the page numbers on which they can be found. 
Through their reviews, their speaking programs, their media engagements, and their explosive 
book, What Are They Teaching Our Children?, Mel and Norma have alerted millions of parents 
to the dangers in their children's school textbooks. 

Recent Triumph 

Due largely to the work of the Gablers, the Texas State Board of Education voted last 
year to require that the World History textbooks to be adopted in 1989 include instruction in the 
benefits of free enterprise, as well as the pernicious effects of collectivist systems such as 
socialism, communism, and fascism. The folks at Education Research Analysts are now busy 
reviewing those new textbook offerings to make sure they comply with that requirement. 

"We had an even bigger victory in Texas this year concerning treatment of evolution in 
science textbooks that we're excited about," says Mel. "As far as we can tell, this is the first time 
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that a state has mandated that alternative evidence to evolution be presented in the texts. The new 
texts must include other reliable scientific theories of origins and evidence to 'test, verify, 
modify, or refute' each theory discussed." 

1988 was a rough year for the Gablers personally. Mel suffered from a rare blood 
infection that knocked him out of action for much of the year. In December he under-went open 
heart surgery to replace an infected mitral valve. But he has been recovering rapidly and says he 
expects soon to be back up to the 10 to 12 hours he was working daily before his illness. 
According to his doctors, his heart should be good for 40 more years. Mel says that means he 
will be reviewing many more textbooks. That prospect is surely a cause for dismay among the 
major textbook publishers, Lear's PAW, and the other members of the radical-left fringe; but, for 
the rest of us in America, it is cause for rejoicing. 

--WILLIAM F. JASPER 


For textbook reviews and other educational information, contact Mel and Norma Gabler, 
Education Research Analysts, P.O. Box 7518, Longview, TX 75607. Telephone: (214) 


763-5993. 


Corruption and fraud pervade set-aside programs. In 1986, a federally funded study of 
nine states estimated that 20 percent of minority contractors participating in the Federal Highway 
Administration's set-aside program engaged in fraud. In 1979, an internal investigation of the 
Small Business Administration's (SBA) Section 8(a) program concluded that 20 percent of the 
firms participating in the program were in fact ineligible. 

That corruption and fraud are widespread means that many business owners who receive 
preferential treatment through set-aside programs are not in fact disadvantaged persons -- and 
many persons whom the programs were intended to serve are receiving no benefit. Set-asides 
offer enormous incentives and frequent opportunities for politicians, bureaucrats, prime 
contractors, and minority subcontractors to cheat and abuse the programs. Enforcement 
"crack-downs" and "minor repairs" to certification guidelines or bidding procedures do little to 
change these incentives. 

They Don't Work, Either 

Even the legitimate disadvantaged businesses that participate in set-aside programs 
appear to benefit little from them. On one crucial measure of success, the rate at which firms 
graduate from the programs, set-asides have achieved poor results. Few firms leave the shelter 
provided by set-aside programs unless required to by law; the SBA's set-aside program, for 
example, establishes a fixed term for program participation. Of those firms that do graduate, a 
disappointingly small number ultimately succeed in the marketplace. In a review of the SBA's 
Section 8(a) program, for example, the Committee on Small Business of the United States Senate 
reported that nearly 30 percent of graduated firms went out of business within four years of their 
graduation. 

Graduation and success in the marketplace are extremely important measures of the value 
of set-aside programs. Set-asides were established, ostensibly, to create viable new minority- and 
women-owned businesses, not to subsidize a small number of uncompetitive, 
politically-connected insiders. Set-asides were not intended to foster dependency on a new kind 
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of government hand-out, but to fuel entrepreneurship and independence within minority 
communities and among women. The failure of disadvantaged businesses to graduate is a 
stinging indictment of set-aside programs. 

There is disturbing evidence that set-aside programs actually injure many disadvantaged 
businesses. One study found that these businesses fail at a rate eight times greater than that of 
non-minority businesses. This occurs in part because set-asides encourage entry into 
capital-intensive and highly competitive industries. Over-extension by inexperienced new firms, 
again caused by set-asides, is also part of the problem. And many minority- and women-owned 
firms fail each year because they cannot compete in the political arena for the favorable 
treatment that a politicized and sometimes arbitrary contracting process requires. 

Third Party Victims 

Set-aside programs fail on legal and judicial grounds as well. Many, perhaps most, state 
and local set-aside programs aren't "narrowly tailored," in the words of a recent Supreme Court 
decision, to help the actual victims of discrimination. Administering set-asides as welfare 
programs for persons who may never have experienced discrimination undercuts their rationale 
and their claim to be fair. 

Set-aside programs also create outright injustices when they impose heavy costs on 
innocent third parties. For example, it is in the nature of the road-building industry that very little 
work -- estimates range from 10 to 25 percent -- is available for subcontract. Set-aside programs 
that require road-building contractors to subcontract 10 percent or more of their work to 
disadvantaged businesses require that nearly all of the contracts be awarded to these firms. 
Non-minority firms that once operated in frequently subcontracted work -- traffic safety, 
landscaping, guard rail design and installation, and hauling -- have lost their entire businesses. 
Set-aside programs exact a severe and excessive price from these subcontractors, many of whom 
may never have engaged in discriminatory activities themselves. Forcing innocent third parties to 
bear the cost of reparations is the sign of a faulty program. 

What About Color-Blindness? 

Set-aside programs ask us to surrender the goal of a color-blind society in exchange for 
short-term benefits to the alleged victims of past race and gender discrimination. We need to 
debate seriously the merits of making that trade-off, because the consequences are serious. Once 
we allow government to make different rules for persons of different race or gender, it is not 
clear where or why the process should stop. Such rule-making takes us away from our goal of a 
society where race or sex is irrelevant to a person's status and opportunities in life. 

Set-aside programs do not work, they cannot work, and so long as they exist they will 
hurt minorities and women by drawing resources and attention away from policies that do work. 

-- DIANE CAROL BLAST 
© 1989 The Heartland Institute 


OPINION PAST One Man's Plea 
for Tolerance 

The following first appeared as "For More Tolerance on the Right" in the September 
1957 issue of One Man's Opinion. 

The vapors of thought, now combining to produce this editorial, have been floating 
around in our mental loft for quite a while. The first tiny wisp drifted up there more than a year 
ago, when we received a "stop-press" note from one of our more prolific correspondents of the 
extreme right. We had been favored with a long letter from this lady the day before. In that letter 
she had set forth, exactly and at length, what the conservatives had to do in order to win a 
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national election and save our country. One absolute requisite was that the movement be led by J. 
Bracken Lee. No substitute would be considered. 

But within twenty-four hours after mailing us her masterpiece, the lady had come across 
somewhere, in some area of controversy, some statement of Bracken Lee which did not jibe with 
her ideas on that particular subject. So she hastened to send us a "flash" that Lee wouldn't do 
after all. And she firmly implied that we were to hold everything until she found somebody 
suitable for the top position. 

As we remember it, we sent this lady a one-paragraph reply, in which we merely told her 
a historical anecdote concerning the emperor Charles V. After a few decades of having 
thousands of his subjects burned at the stake, or otherwise taught a lesson, for some slight 
differences between his opinions and theirs in matters of religion, His Majesty retired. One of his 
hobbies was tinkering with clocks. And eventually he made a sad confession: "What a fool I 
have been," he said. "All my life I have tried to make human beings think exactly alike, and here 
I cannot even make two clocks keep exactly the same time." We never heard from the lady again, 
so we don't know whether she got the point or not. 

What has finally precipitated the cloudlets of thought into this rain of words, however, is 
the appearance in this issue of a brief essay by Senator Knowland. It is a penetrating article, 
which we feel it is an honor for us to publish. We are well aware, nevertheless, that for doing so 
we are going to be blasted practically out of the solar system, by a sizable percentage of our 
readers .... 

Not that we agree with Knowland's attitude in favor of "civil rights" legislation. In fact, 
we disagree one hundred percent. We stated our belief in this magazine more than a year ago, 
and we are still convinced today, that the "civil rights" slogan in America is just as phony as was 
the "agrarian reform" slogan in China twenty years ago. We think that both slogans, and all the 
bitter agitations of which these slogans are the propaganda cores, have been promoted by the 
same evil forces in the background. We think that in both cases these forces have had the same 
purpose; that of creating small flames of civil disorder, fanned by artificially produced breezes of 
hatred, which eventually can be made to coalesce into a frightful civil war. 

The whole program in America, from its strong but deceptive appeal for the idealistic, to 
the ruthless utilization of conflicting human emotions to create a maximum of trouble, is 
remarkably similar to the one carried out in China. This program is of too typical a Communist 
pattern, in every thread, for it not to have been woven by Communist hands from the beginning. 
We do not think that the people really behind this drive have any more honest interest in civil 
rights, for anybody, than they have in growing mushrooms on the moon .... 

But -- if we may be allowed so elegant an expression -- for crying out loud! Here is a 
political leader of unquestioned stature, patriotism, and respect for American principles. You 
always know exactly where he stands. He doesn't see the "civil rights" picture the way we do, it 
is true. But he has shown his remarkable political courage time after time, in stepping out exactly 
when and where we thought bold steps were needed. He opposed the Administration's gift of jet 
planes to Tito. He opposed its "loan" to the Communist Government of Poland. He opposed Red 
China's admission to the United Nations. He was one of only twenty-two senators who voted 
against the censure of McCarthy. In dozens of other situations his outspokenness and leadership, 
in behalf of a pro-American, anti-Communist, point of view, were important and were 
desperately needed. But now, because he disagrees with us on one particular issue, we are to 
strike him off our list forevermore! Frankly, we think that's a heck of a way to run a railroad .... 
Such ideas stem from a prima donna complex which the embodied conservatism of this country 
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certainly cannot afford. 

If we are going to let the enemy always divide and splinter us, as easily as the libertarian 
groups in America seem to be splintered today, we might as well wipe out the state boundaries, 
declare this whole nation a soviet socialist republic, and invite in the Kremlin's commissars 
forthwith. As Americanists, let's stand, uncompromising and unmovable, on every americanist 
principle exactly as we see it; and let's make our views clear on every issue, in emphatic 
expressions even to our ablest leaders. But let's not desert those leaders permanently every time 
they temporarily wind up on an opposite side from ourselves. The only clocks you can get to 
keep exact time together, even in 1957, are electric devices, all run by one current. Such clocks -- 
like Communists connected to the circuit from Moscow -- do not have even mechanical souls of 
their own. 

-- ROBERT WELCH 


WHAT NEXT? First Things 


First, Okay? 
Erik A. Johnson 


Maybe I've been misreading him for 25 years, but I've taken Robert Welch at his word 
and concentrated primarily on the plain and simple reduction of government. When this is 
accomplished, when communities are communities again and not federal outposts, then the 
institutions of family and church can regain the influence in our lives usurped by the state. Only 
then can we set about the task of patching up our shredded social fabric with true hope of 
success, with decisions about food and drink and energy and education and just about everything 
else made at the lowest, most affected, and most effective levels. That's the bottom-up style of 
constitutional republics, as opposed to the top-down method of the various kinds of tyrannies; 
included in the latter category, of course, is majoritarianism, in which America is becoming more 
and more mired. 

It's a small miracle that America is still sovereign, given that most of its citizens are 
woefully ignorant of the concepts and cautions I've just addressed. Had such great men as 
Thomas Jefferson or James Madison or Joseph McCarthy or Robert Welch or Ludwig von Mises 
been more concerned about popularity than principle, there would probably be UN troops and 
offices in every city in the U.S. already. Well, there aren't yet -- but, of course, we do have to 
fund and endure that blighted acreage in New York (which should be razed for a park or a toxic 
waste dump). 

Still, not one of these great men could please every faction of today's "freedom 
movement," nor gain the support of every single-issue group, nor pass the various 
political/philosophical/spiritual tests imposed by some monomaniacal members of "the cause." 
Jefferson would be dismissed by some as a deist; Madison could be rejected as too patrician; 
Welch might be criticized, as G. Edward Griffin notes in The Life and Words of Robert Welch, 
for "opposing the forces of conspiracy [rather than] exposing the ideological fallacies of 
collectivism"; and von Mises -- one of the original contributors to American Opinion, by the 
way -- might be condemned as a libertine for opposing state control of personal consumption, of 
food or chemicals. It's so obvious that these liberty-loving thinkers and doers couldn't please 
everyone that I wonder why I got so much heat for writing in a recent column that I couldn't 
either. 

Who Said That? 
Someone Griffin called a "libertarian theoretician" summed up well my own belief in the 
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tolerance of diversity: 

In America we have always been able to have ten thousand different fads and aberrations 

and heresies flourishing, in a million different communities, to the advantage 

rather than the disadvantage of the Republic. For the extremes in either direction 

cancelled each other out, the screwball ideas died innocuously of their own 

inability to gain adherents, and the ideas of merit gradually remained for wider 

consideration, as the constant sifting. of time took place. 

If J said that in a column with a clever headline, I'd suffer the slings and arrows of some 
outraged patriots. But Robert Welch said it, a year before I was born. Fourteen years later, when 
I was already enamored of Welch and his philosophical friends, he said this: 

I want for our country enough laws to restrain me from injuring others, so that these laws 

will also restrain others from injuring me. I want enough government, with 

enough constitutional safeguards, so that this necessary minimum of laws will be 

applied equitably to everybody, and will be binding on the rulers as well as on 

those ruled. Beyond that I want neither laws nor government to be imposed on our 

people as a means or with the excuse of protecting us from catching cold, or of 

seeing that we raise the right kind of crops, or of forcing us to live in the right 

kind of houses or neighborhoods ... or of telling us when and whether we can 

pray. I do not want ... any other form of welfarism or paternalism, based on the 

premise that government knows best and can run our lives for us better than we 

can run them ourselves. 

No Noose Is Good News 

The "circle of faith" of which Robert Welch spoke has been transformed into a noose by 
some zealots, a noose used to hang heretics and eliminate eccentrics according to a multiplicity 
of definitions. But, just as we need less government, we need less of an agenda in the "freedom 
movement." The primary focus, I believe, is reducing the size of government; following that, our 
many social ills -- not a few of which have been caused or exacerbated by government's growth 
-- can be addressed at the level and in the manner most effective, appropriate, and personal. 

Other people have focused on other doctrines or dicta to reach other conclusions. Let the 
diversity flourish, I say, on fronts political, philosophical, and religious. But let's bring the 
discussion and the decisions (the "sifting") back to the communities where they belong, and 
work toward restricting the federal government to those few essential tasks enumerated in the 
Constitution. First things first. 
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